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PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


■RRO fRcbU # M4M# ( T^TT HTH'H TO ) j*RT Tft f#TT W 3##T 3flT 3ffERT5RTTT 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


tfr i ffrs , Htas fyra'iyo 7m Tyro home 

( TTO T# TrrOPTt famo ) 

Of f##t, 9 WI, 2010 

W. 3TT. 2806. TOO# #ERTO T 148 # #5 ( 5 ) # EM ofn TJTK ^09 T T#T SRI W 7TtW0 T1 

ijTfpri qq?| ;jfk TO T E Ttffl 4TR “073T faWT E #41 OR 7? ^#0001 # #40 # fOOW ER HPlH^l OTW # OTT7T 
qr# T T V O l d TTTd f#4cd #4T (#7TO ETllOEOl) fOTT, 1981 04 3TR #7llOO TH # #00 #hM<£J1cI IdOH "■HI':it Z, 

ortt 

I ( | ) #0# OTT #fTO OTO ### f#TO #41 (TTO #0700060) #00, 20 i 0 o I 

( t ) O 2 fO0H J , 2008 # TfO ITIT TF# Tint# 3TR T! #4HI # #4M 0710 07 frlE #4T7T#j70 1JOO 00 , (*Rtf 5 dcT OTdt, 
T r7F! 07 0#f #0VFlO J u l 07 #00, TOFT 00 410.01 #t 2 1 J HHT, 2008 # ptol O OOT1# TH'HlfOOl OTt Til #, fOOOO 0VM 00 
j-i^fl-VH , I WTO 2006 O0 El W Will, tOn) 2 f#T4T, 2008 # ^0, ^ # ^00 £, TOO O #07. #Tll*d F"0 00 ’# 
0 -oofKFT wir. # ooooo -or too oo oiorfr too t tthtti t wi t fcoo ooro on wot to to ooio^Titooi t 

Tl'o 0. 0O foroi' 0 TOT TOO T frOO. OOVr^O 0F0 ^oftfyo TOOT, TOO TT fmi orfofTO #71 T TTOTTTni -f. ton # 
000 iT TOO T ‘t-jmt.TT OOft^TO T OTT TTTft^T # 0, OER #t 410 Ot I 
2. THM ##0 TOT (OTTO #0700700) fOTH, 1981 R :-■- 

^ I ■) ■frp'iq #. 'TOfOER ( 1 ) T 'tel = (E) TTOO T forfotm EO 005IT 4IU 4 II, iT^Oo : 

** (tq ) “ #0ilorjo O’KIO 7T OOTfE f#OOT #41 (TOO) fOTT, 1972 T fOER 50 T TOfOTH ( I ) T OTTO TvO 00510 

iTf'HTT 0 i"; 

I.Oin i !!.■() Id 
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(2) foPP 5 T PPfddH (3) T 7®T TPR, 3TPf?) : — 

( 3 ) ^ Wmf* TP TR ^TTeft P?R Tf Pfo^lddl PPp T fop?) PPT P 3TTrft t cff 
T pp PPT pp ^ fopj TprqT I 


fr^rmr t pprpt t R” wi 


C 3 ) fdPH 6 T TPfRPP ( 2) T PTTP PT 


TPfoPP rm TRip, 3Tpfa 


(•' \ ^ i6|M 9 ^ ! 9 ^ ^'Tl TpspR; mt p?TT p ; Ppp pRifop trp r trip r r u ptr 

O) (if) vnssc®) * w a tf frs ftm w ^ ufa* asfNi i, $ 

TTRTT i” 

(4) ftwiinta (3) *(*)3re(0 4k^(H)/$“**w”TO‘**^'P.:snsiTi*H 

' ! * R ” ^ ^ ^?''> (33) V& ( i) P “ PTP" RR ^ PPR PR " ^Mcl l” 7TR p®T RPR- 

■ " 1 TPP 10 P, (T) “PFT ’ 71^ ^ »iR P7 ‘‘ yfd^Mdl’' 7TT PPT TTRTT; (3®) “r FTP. ” RR fo 7»rr* -n ;^f 

"■■' i : TT :.! •' -:. ; 

\f>) 1'TTP? Hi : t ’RSI ^F-'^sTR tppp pgr ^jfnrqf, 3T*?fa :- 

" U f-VT R mvfa..thtr{ Tti 7|f?! r, f*qp 6 T T pp* 709 ■*; 'fpnrj 

P^PT *rq TR Tt n-VS P T57 HP V2 i"A R 'm&lfa f^RT TTRn I 

qrg PRRR RR r -for* R :*q7 ipflgoi ^ ^ ^ jr ^ affo ^ foTOT POT 07 cTT OPR R *or : 

^ (*KN»t , P PjR *4 yprra^T form TTtnTT I 

(; > m» i : t r>ts > •;; p 14 hr? w“' mifom for^j 'trptt ; 

(8) ; qp 32 T TPfopp (i 3 •« igfe (73) a “rn btit" *wff m pt 44 ftf” ^ tr -3^. 

(9) l] >~ [ -p " V * ^' ! ^ ^ Tr, ^ ^ T 3fof F. “T5? FTP”, ?PT R1 TTrrrT; ( jj j , R 

TT RTH P7, TFf TFI T 3TTH f : , “vfd^iddi ” ?P^ VS HPfo; 

(10) foPT 32 P. ” TTlfom m TPRTfom 25^-TR fo-RPT” W *$m 3^TPT T% 3| %Hifpft TTTFf fo ' ;•■>• ;h 

TTlfo; 

(11) foTP33Ff “TPfoT 3TR SWV^ fo'PPT" ?TKt fo PTR P7. “ P7H 3?p %PHPfl T^pnn fq^n; ! ' 

TPPt; 

U2) ffon 3, forp 4, f-m 11, fm 12, forr , 3> 14( ^ ] 5 ; f^ j 6 ) fq 7m !7 ^ !N ^ ;i , 

t™ 26 sfo forp 27 H 4, Hm”^m^TT > T^^^3rmtV‘3lfo^ ,, ^Tfo^ ; 

(13) R fwn' 23 TW5 TRT ) oP TSV TT ffo dfcdfad 2?TTfr TT TTmft, : - 


TR HP SPTPTt 
TRPT PI 3P^ 


WTvft 

‘PTT TPTI TTfor p’^M m fopi 'PRMforcT 

1 ttt), 2006 ^rppfor 

[fm 3 (1 ) (Tj, 8, 26 (7), 28 (5) m 29 (I) HPT 29 (2) pfep, 

TT-PvP TT TT mf mv\ pTf-^-q -^fj 

T2§PT T RT HPT® PT 37T^ PPsPI T ®P 

P 3TfH°pcKi p ^Tfvpsqq^ 

pJ|>rp,,! TJ--H ^_ FTTTPTd PF^” 


9.188 41 9.075 

9.187 42 9.059 


TP T>t 3 PTeTT 
HTP 7 § P 7 3 ?P| 


1 

1 


HP W 7 ] T! p jR] h; 
RT P 3 {f’iFP^ pppi 
TT tRP 


6 

8.093 

7.9X2 


20 








[nmii- 

3(ii) ] 

qTTd 44 3M44 

; 13,20lU/ c wfn e fr 22, 1932 

6 

! 

2 

3 

4 

5 

n 

9.186 

43 

9.040 

64 

7.862 

25 

9.185 

44 

9.019 

65 

7.731 

24 

9.184 

45 

8.996 

66 

7.591 

25 

9.183 

46 

8.971 

67 

7.431 

26 

9.182 

47 

8.943 

68 

7.262 

27 

9.180 

48 

8.913 

69 

7.083 

28 

9.178 ' 

49 

8.881 

70 

6.897 

29 

9.176 

50 

8.846 

71 

6.703 

50 

9.173 

51 

8.808 

72 

6.502 

J i i 

9.169 

52 

8.768 

73 

6.296 

; > 

9.164 

53 

8.724 

74 

6.085 

>3 

9.159 

54 

8.678 

75 

5.872 


1) | i,7 

85 

8.627 

76 

5.657 

>4 







9.145 

56 

8.572 

77 

5.447 

5(i 

9.136 

57 

8.512 

78 

5.229 

R 

9.126 

58 

8.446 

79 

5.018 

3S 

0.1 ! 6 

59 

8.37! 

SO 

. 4.SI2 

49 

9.105 

60 

8.287 

81 

4.61 1 

40 

9.090 

61 

8.194 

. ... . . . - - 

— 


WJRJ<*T(JT 

t ftmfori * * *m, ^rarfsra w4t *' «. f5W * i ** '''; 

-*=, | w| fr^ ^Jjtfisra ^ tjf, tjcrpusrt Him t=H 35TWW S11^1 f. I ’W MHif"M fe’n ■W3I X ^ ’W ‘P'' 1 '- 11 

Tj-qig ^ ^ fnpnff '>^46 47 fFd T R 47T^ nfcO-O^I 4Ft MScll f> I 

ftnrn • ftfet w (*H wtroN*"!) f=n*. iwl *r af‘PP™ w*"* •«/'«' ?"^* 8 f*- 
iwsrow^mra^an. iiwarteM ate, wxi 

73-fr fHH l 'dPsid 3df^J^PTT3TT ^R1 TRlifncT f^FPTT TRT ®TT :- 
j.Jl'Wfl irf^^-RT TRs^n 1 _.... 


RT. 3TT. R. 1870 
RT.3TI. U 2007 
Rt. nT. 7T. 1775 


dirpR 

04 05 1985 
IS 05 I9N5 
0) 07 0)07 


44. in. U 91 8 
44. 341. U 1484(34) 


28 02 2002 

30- 12 2005 ... 

| 44. 73. 42/23/10 9R2TM1 ^s*- 7 ] { >0 ) 1 


TR t44 H'{44 M’t-54 
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MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL PUBLIC GRIEYANC ES AM) PENSIONS 
(Department of Pension And Pensioners Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 9th November. 2010 

S. O. 2806. — In exercise ofthe powers conferred by the proviso to article 309 read with ciauw i5, 0 j ,|, : j \$ 
of the Constitution and after consultation with the Comptroller and Auditor General in relation to persons wrv me m the 
Indian Audit and Accounts Department, the President hereby makes the following rules further to amend the ( crural Ci \ il 
Services (Commutation of Pension) Rules, 1981, namely 

1. (1) rhese rules may be called the Central Civil Services (Commutation ol Pension) Amendment Rule', ho 

(2) They shall be deemed to have come into force with effect from the 2nd Sepleml er. 2008 and the rc\ ised I able 
ot Commutation Value for Pension, appended to these rules shall be used for all commutation ol'pension which becomes 
absolute from the 2nd September 2008 and in the case ot pensioners whose commutation pension became absolute ou 

or after 1st January, 2006 but before 2nd September, 2008, the pre revised Table of Comm i.t don Value for Pension shall he 

used for payment of commutation of pension based on pre revised pay o<- no • Ion and in r sped of sueh pensioners ,| I0 
revised Table of Commutation Value for Pension, appended to these rules shall be used to. the commutation oi'additional 
amount of pension that has become commutable on account of retrospective revision of nav and pension. 

2. In the Central Civil Services (Commutation of Pension) Rules. ! 981 

(I) in rule 3, sub-rule (1), for clause (d), the following clause shall be substituted, namely 

‘‘{d) “Retirement gratuity’ means the gratuity payable under sub-rule (I) o< n.;e 50 ofthe CCS (Pension) 
rules, 1972.”; 


(2 ) in rule 5, for sub-rule (3). the following sub-rule shall be substituted, namely : 


”(3) If the percentage of pension to be commuted results in fraction of rupee, rich fraction shall be ignored for the 
purpose of commutation.”; 


(3) in rule 6. for sub-rule (2), the following sub-rule shall be substituted, namely ; 

"(2) In the case of an applicant referred to in rule 9 or rule 1 0 the commuted value is paid in two or more stages, the 
reduction in the amount of pension shall be made from the respective dates ofthe payments as laid down m 
clause (a) or clause (b) of the proviso to sub-rule (1 

(4) in rule 9, in sub-rule (3), (a) in clauses (i) and (ii), for the words “two thousand ', wherever thc\ occur, the 
words “six thousand” shall respectively be substituted; and (b) in clause (i). for the word -Traction” the word 
“percentage” shall be substituted; 

(5) in rule 10. (a) for the word “fraction” the word “percentage” shall be substituted; (h) for the words - inn 
thousand”, wherever they occur, the words “six thousand" shall be substituted; 

(6) after rule 10, the following rule shall be substituted, namely : 

“I0A. Restoration of commuted pension, The commuted amount ofthe pension shall be restored on eompleiion ol 
fifteen years from the date the reduction of pension on account oi commutation becomes operative in accoi- 
dance with rule 6 ; 


Provided that when the commutation amount was paid on more than one occasion on account of upuaid rc\ men 
of pension, the respective commuted amount ofthe pension shall he restored on completion of ft It con \ ears i mm 
the respective datc(s).”; 





[qpjn—3( i j) ] 'RRd'^T 13,2010/^!^+ 22, 1932 ■ i(} ^-' > 

(7) in rule 12, in clause (iii), the words "death-cum-” shall be omitted: 

(S) in rule 22, in sub rule (1), in clause (b), for the words “two tho* d”, the words “six thousand shall he 
substituted; 

(9) in rule 31, (i) for the w'ords “one hundred”, wherever they (K . the words "six thousand" shall be 
substituted; (ii) for the w'ord “fraction” wherever it occurs, the word "percentage' shall be substituted: 

(10) in rule 32. for the words "Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms", the words "Department ol 
Pension and Pensioners Welfare” shall be substituted; 

(11) in rule 33, for the words "Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms", the words Department ot 
Pension and Pensioners Welfare” shall be substituted; 

(12) in rules, 3,4, 11, 12, 13, 14. 15, 16, 17, 18,19,26 and 27 for the words "fraction” wherever it occurs, the word 
"percentage" shall respectively be substituted; 

(13) for the table appended to these rules, the following table shall be substituted namely : 

TABLE 

"Commutation Values For A Pension of Rs. I Per Annum 
Effective from 1st January, 2006 

[sec rules 3( I) (m) 8.26 (7), 28 (5)and 29(1) and 29 (2)| ' 


Age next 
birthday 

Commutation 
value expressed 
as number of 
year’s purchase 

Age next 
birthday 

Commutation 
value expressed 
as number of 
year’s purchase 

Age next 
birthday 

Commutation 
value expressed 
as number of 
year’s purchase 

20 

9.188 

41 

9.075 

62 

8.093 

21 

9.187 

42 

9.059 

63 

7.982 

22 

9.186 

43 

9.040 

64 

7.862 

23 

9.185 

44 

9.019 

65 

7.731 

24 

9.184 

45 

8.996 

66 

7.591 

25 

9.183 

46 

8.971 

67 

7.431 

26 

9.182 

47 

8.943 

68 

7.262 

27 

9.180 

48 

8.913 

69 

7.083 

28 

9.178 

49 

8.881 

70 

6.897 

29 

9.176 

50 

8.846 

71 

6.703 

30 

9.173 

51 

8.808 

72 

6.502 

31 

9.169 

52 

8.768 

73 

6.296 

32 

9.164 

53 

8.724 

74 

6.085 

33 

9.159 

54 

8.678 

75 

5.872 

34 

9.152 

55 

8.627 

76 

5.657 

35 

9.145 

56 

8.572 

77 

5,443 

36 

9.136 

57 

8.512 

78 

5.229 

37 

9.126 

58 

8.446 

79 

5.018 

38 

9.116 

59 

8.371 

80 

4.812 

39 

9.103 

60 

8.287 

8! 

4,611" 

40 

9.090 

61 

8.194 
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EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

Due to implementation of the recommendations of the sixth Central Pay Commission, it has become necessary to <>.i\e 
retrospective effect to the proposed amendments from the date from which the recommendations of the Sixth Central Pas 
Commission were given effect to. !t is certified that the interest of no person is adversely affected by mvine retrospect's e 
effect to the proposed amendments. 

Note : The Centra] Civil Services (Commutation of Pension) Amendment Rules. 1981 were published vide S (). I \ . yt dated 
11th April, 1981 as amended by notification No. 34/1/81 Pension Unit dated the 8th July. 198.3 and were subsequently 
amended vide Department of Pension and Pensioners’ Welfare Notification as given below; 


| f No 12 23 10-PAPV (( 11 1 
RAJ SING! I. .11. Secy 

( fctvfm xtgiTi fsryrFT) 

4t GrFl, 4 44*4^ 2010 

^T. 33T. 2807. 'OTCTT9 iir? 447 4f4lWl ( 1955 ( 1955 44 23 ) 471 >TTTT 20 44 49401 t 3 ) 4 o;x; '>B4 414 i" 4 
TFT • 433) 3TP 90914 "^7, "447 (479407 f 7 f'TVT47I 44 hofoo i 1949P5HT, 1974 47 Iwi 4 49 999 91419 47; 99Ri 4Ri }’’■ 
94T9 9T47P 9999 443 99 9 WR 4,^4 47 T-f4TrJ, M^KI, 9 '41.47. 499 (“iR4 01 on 199 !. 4: 4-99 /wh 19 
9414 47RT99, 4940 41 999441 47 ClfvR tq 479 44? 47T 3F5rfa 47 foTO 37441 '‘71799 ^44 44 -4 9 4 0 44 V44 

41441! 447. 41 41 999 '1774 74, '‘TTFfTT ^ ^ 47^t4 f44997 444 4 'tff 99779 94974 T'44'tr-f, 7 -ht T ij ^rfr)- a, jG| 

2 i 

| 94.-1. s 1 .9 m )>. •' 4’ : : 

'0041 4:40. H A-u 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
( Department of Financial Services) 

New Delhi, the 4th November. 20 It! 

S. O. 2<S0~. hi exercise l ike p-veis conferred by clause (cb) of Section lo re.id will; -A. ,4 ( >i 

Section 2o .4 i he Suite Bank ol' indi t Art. 1955 {23 of 1955) and rule -i of The Stale Bank ol India i Appoiau.sem >■ 

I nipioyec i >ircclors! Rules. lo7t, the ( eiioal Government. .04. r ronsullaiion wiih the Reserve Bank *»; 4 3D. ;; u:-, 
uornmuR"- Shi'i G.l). Naila! (DoB : 01-00-IR52). Depots Manager, local Mead (hike. Bangalore ,r, ' Hir- i ! uioh". 

I )i rector on the Ceniral.Board ol I >i‘ ecR . o! Stoic Bank of India lor a period of three sears from lire Uaie of his noli 11 cm ■■ 
or until he ceases io he an olhcer ol tire Sh-ie Bank of India or until further orders, whichever is the earliest. 

11 . No 8 7 ,’iio.k Bs i | 



si Ml I A DAW RA. Director 
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Tgm 3RRRR RfR cbi^cTR 

RRTJC 10 WRT, 2010 
TT, 17/2010-11 

W. 3TT. 2808.- 33TRRR fRRR, 1962 ^ fiOH 2 Rl R R> RTR Md-OR 31TRRR 33falVlH, 1961 11961 RR 43RT) R^l ^ 
to I o Rf (23 T?t) Rft rrrtr (vi) r^ sir tt^tt ^ifckioT rr yolo <^“01 ^ wtrr 3 hi , H c, ki , 'RORR u.d’^ro look 0 ! 

201 ()- 1 1 RR 3TTR RT foro RTfRR RTR R^ dR<^-t R “RftRft R< ,J I fftS iRT^fR mIr^RR 7#RTR, ^rlRT RR TRffdR ^ "T?l^ 

f^r 3 ^ 7 ^ 73 ; fRRR 1962 Rl fRRR 2 Rt ^ RTR RBRtR 1961 ^ VR1 10 RT RWJR (230Tf) RR WIRT 

( vi) RT RTRRTRl R> 3RJ^R RRR RR l 

[RTRfRT :^31T30/3333T3TT./('g. )/^R/10(237TT) (vi )/20! ()- 1 1 /2S44 | 

TJRTTT RTRTT, R3RT RTRRR 3R7JRR 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER OE INCOME TAX 

Jaipur, the 10th November, 2010 
No. 17/2010-11 

S. O. 2808.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C)oi Section 10 of the income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) read with rule 2CA ofthe Income-tax Rules, 1962 the Chief Commissioner of Income-tax. Jaipur 
hereby approves “Choudhary Charan Singh Medical Shikshan Prashikshan Sansthan. Alwar" for the purpose ol said 
section for the A. V 2010-11 & onwards. 

Provided that the society conforms to and complies with the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause (230 of 
Section 10 ofthe Income-tax Act, 1961 read with rule 2CA ofthe Income-tax Rules, 1962. 

[No. CCIT/JPIl'Addl. C1T(Hqrs.V 10 (23C) (vi) 2010-11 28411 
MUKHSI1 B1IANTI, Chief Commissioner of Income-tax 


f£F??T RRTcRR 


( rf t uld) trrt) 

R^fRcRTl, 1 HdHT, 2010 

W. 3TT. 2809,— fMHp-l* W RRRdTR 3#4RR (RNR ^ RRR) RT RfRfRRR, 1948 RR RRT 2 RT Tslt (W>) RT 
r^rrr R, ^ RTRTR Md^K I %\ T^RR fR?, ^RfRRRT RS1RRT RR 01-11 -2010 R RRR ^ RRH RRRRTTRTR, IpJRRT (^.RR.R. ) 
R xpriRRT RifgRR 3TfRRRTT RT Rk^RT RR R1RTR RRFt RJ RlfR^RT RRRl t 1 

[ R. ~3 13301 2006 1 
3TR. R>. MRdfedI, 3TR7 RfRR (RRRtRT ) 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(C.P.V. Division) 

New Delhi, the 1 st November, 2010 

S. O. 2809.—In pursuance ofthe clause (a) ofthe Section 2 ofthe Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and 
fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government hereby authorize Shri Raghuvir Singh. Personal Assistant in the 
Consulate General of India, Houston to perform the duties of Assistant Consular Officers with cfleci Irom 
01 st November, 2010. 

| No. 1R330 01 2006 | 
R. K. PLRINDIA. Under Secy. (Consular) 
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TWfcFBT FTFcft 73777 ftfT fUcMftF fftcRF ftTTH7 

( dM^HleKfr Hind fTHH ) 

Tf ffteftt, 16 PRdHT 2010 

W.3TT. 2810.—FFft 777FT7 FT, fftfTT FfaFlft £TCT 7ft fftflft "97 pFF7 F7T F 93 FT To 7TFFT 71 TF 7 fF 

TTT RhV ft ftftd Olid (ftfF ft) ft 371^17 ftft) FT 3717 TIT HM+ 3ftftfTFT, 1976 ( 1976 FI 60 ) TF FT 3ft 9R FTF 
(ftfSHt FT F^ftkd ) Pimm, 1987 F TFlftl F 3fj[RM 7 3ft T7T TIT Ft ftFFTT 7 fF 7T7RTR TFT FT 37qtft ft F vH FTH 
7Fft7T FTT7, TTFIT 37T7 MftF TfftftftTF ft 10RF ftcfT 77H F77T 77F; 

FT:, 31T, Fft m Tmi, TFT 3TfftRl MH Ft F3T 36 Tit 7TFIT (7) 37TT 77TT7T ( 8 ) 7T7T FfFTF FT W1 F7T 77, 
OmT Rhdld ft>d TFT, 9, 7F7T, FTHt, fdftiVl pftldl fts, MHirftftdl F 'FFt, RlFId. 3T7M7tF7 3N2330 7RI 

fftfdfftr T^R TFftTT (FUFfT Ft-HI) TTH “FOHftlF " ^RFF F 3TFF TfFt TTfftT, 37MFfdc! 7777 3 9-ITT •: ftldTIT 
VITK) F HlSd Ft, fftlF 7T7 Ft TFT "fTFTTeT ft (fftft fTlft TFT 7YF7 TFT Ml .id F7T TF 7) 3717 fftft 377F77 TF* 3ft 
FT ‘St/09/09/470 TMiftld fFF TFT 7, 3Tft7H7 7FF-77 Ttft F77t 7 I 

TFT M ft d RF Pd^d FT 7FT7 TT TT7 ftd 3TFf77 SFHTlfdd 7777 FIFTH ( 7F77TT TFTT) 7 | JMTF IlfTFFFT 
FMTT 30 fF. FT. 377 '^771 3FT7T 1 ()() FI. 7 I TTrMIMH FIFTH T777T7T ft) 5 F. ft I 777ft TF jTTFfdT ifFl 7 ft-fTFI ?m 
VrfTTTT FFdTTcTF TtfTT 3717 M^dd IFF 71 7F171 FFDfF STMTS (777 7 ft) F77t 7TT7T7 T'fTHFI TFTPFT TFTT 7 I TMF.'Rtj 
230 FFT 3TF 50 TT^f FTFTTTt FRT fr^T F7R FT TTF TRcTT t 1 



F1TFT-2 FTfdF FTFFH FT FI FTH d 71FFR 

cF FTTF 377 7TF FTTt F 71 TTtfdF FTF7 iTTFH FT, 7F71 T7 TUFT, FTHt 3TR FTFT TRF FT wti xf Flfd 1 ? FT TIT! 
7 I HFHFHT ^FF7T7 37 FTF FFTTT FT TFTT HIT 37 7TFH Fl fdF, ■hIPtt 1%FT TFT 7 I Ml id FT 37THFF TFT RIFF '■}.’ u-f. 'H q[ 
FHRTF^ 7PTFTF TFFFT fTFT FFI 7 1 

TFTvTH F FrffTFTH PdF T17TT 1 T7T 7 I FTTTt TiPdFVH dF> F7T FT TTFT W, RTF F.'TI Fll v ; M r 'R FTT7 M j ’F MHT 
FT fFFIFFT # I 

3TR FhJm 377 FF 7 FFT 3lfFpPTF Fit FTTT 36 FT TF-^1T7I (12) 7171 F7T FTfFTFT TT FFTF TFT 711 FT FFTT 7 

lF> 3Md HUid Ft 'FTFT7T FF 777 FFFT-FF FT 37707 77TT fFfTFTTT 7T7I 737t fF^TF, fiTI2T FT 3T^FR 37R TFT FfMO! H f‘TMF 
TFT 3T^HlPid MVSH FT fFfTFFT fFTFT TFT 7, FtPh ft cl T77T F FT? 7T TF. FF'FTI 3TT7 FIFO ITT F TP-H FIFT'l Ml ,’ 0 i 

71 I fM. F. 7 50 ft.F. TF F “7” FT F fftr 100 F 5000 TF F 77 ft TTrFFH WTH 377777 < F.-f) 3TR [ ( 1(1 ft. vj|. .=,; j jjj' t 
3TfaF F “I" FT F %17 500 ft 10,000 TF FT 77 ft McMNH FTFT 3TT7TH (FT) 77f7T 50 Pf.F. TF F diFF.TM Rih; Tld 
7 3717 " 5 ” FT 1 x ]0 2^10 ft, 5*10 F t, 7t TTTrMF F TFTT77F ^'MlF F Tp7 F 37FfF7 ft | 

[ FI ft. 7»-M OF 11 1 2f". i loos' J 
ftt. if. fttft.H, friFF, ]• i'tt mt: huh 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 2010 

S.O. 2810. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions ofthe Standa „s of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) ol Section j 6 oi the said Act, the 
Central Government herebv issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument ( Fable top type) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) of scries KS 1-3 and w ith 
brand name “KINAL" (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Kauai Scale Manutuctui mg A orks. 
9, Devasya, Bungalow, Nicol Nirala Road, Opp. Manohervilla, Nicol, Ahmedabad-382.3 j 0 Gujarat which is assigned the 
approval mark IN D/09/09/470. 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (I abletop rtpe) w ith 
a maximum capacity of 30kg and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. it has ataie device 
with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The light emitting diode (l.F-.D) display indicates the weighing icsult. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts. 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Figure-2—Schematic diagram of sealing provision ofthe model 

The scaling is done through the holes made in front, right and left side of the scale, than settling w ire is passed 
through bottom and top body of scales. Sealing shall be done to prevent opening ofthe weighing machine tor ttaudulenl 
practice. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision ofthe model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A D card mother hoatd 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the C ential 
Government herebv declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument o! 
similar make and performance of same scries w'ith maximum capacity up to 50kg. and with number ot verification scale 
interval (n) in the range ot 100 to 5000 for 'e' value of 1 mg. to 50mg. and with number ot verification scale interval (n) in Uk 
range of 500 to 10.000 for'c' value of 100 mg. or more and with 'e‘ value of I * I0 k . 2 > 10 k nr 5 - l() k . k being the positive oi 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance w ith the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

| F. No. WM-21 (265) 20091 
B. N. DIXIT. Directorofl.egal Mctrologv 


4260 GI/10_2 
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'4%#, 12 3TTOJTO, 2010 

<^T.31T. 2811 --TOR0TO RTTOR TOT, f^T%cT TOfTOTOTll 3RT TOR RRJTO fTRl£ TO fTORR TORT to TOTOR -r. j., q[ ; T 

£ % TOTOT fnfi^ R T#RT Tfef (£££ ^ 3TTfTf?T £#') TOTO 3^ xfTT RFTTO 3TfafTOTR, 1976 ( 1976 TOT f.O i -T'-Ti TOR 
RTOTO' (RTTOTOf TOT 3FJRKH) fTOTR, ] 9S7 TOl TOTOTOTT ^ SRJ^TR £ 3TR 1RT TORT TOTl ^ITTfT £ fro TR1RTR TOTR TOT 3HRT 1 
1: TT! TOTORTcTT TOTTT WT1 -3?R MTOTO TOftfrajM £ TOTOJTOT RTOf TO TOT TOT; 

TT\ TO, TOTT TRTOR, TOT TOtTOfTOTR TOT TO 36 TOl TO-TO (7) TO TO-TO ( X ) TO #TOTTOT TO TOO! 
TOTT TO RT TOTOTfroq, TOR TO V 106, TOT TO AO dKTOHR TOTTOR TO fafrfRTO RRTOT TOTORlTO ! TOTOTTOTO! TO 
-TOTT- 60 ” ^stdl TO 3TTOTO TpTOT TOff-TO TOTOlfTOT TNT TORTOTOT ( IRTTOTfTTO TOfTOTO) TO RTTOT TOT 1 TOT TO" 
'TTOt" T> CfTO TOFT TRTO TOTOTRT TOT RTTOTT TOT TORT £) 3TtT fTO TFpi'TO fTO 3TT| RTO TO09T (1 20-1 TOTOTTO fro: 
3TTTO- 7 TOTT-TO TO tot £ ; 

3 TO hIsn FTO IN^rf TO? TOFT TOT NTT TOT TOR-IlUd STTTOTOfTRT rlTNd TOTTOT (TRTTOTlfTO?-' TOlTOT ) IT | TTOFT 


to-to ; *j to: ? TO ^jtot srrtt 200 fro. to £ i tototot rffth totot (£) io fro. to. £ i toft to torto-ttot toto 



TORfTTTOTO RTTOTO TOT TTllRFT TO7TO TOT TOTOMN TOTTOTR 

TOT TOT TOTTO TO TOR R TO TOltTOl TORR fTOTOT TOT TTtfTOT TOT TOTTO £ I TOTOT TOT TOTOTOT TORT TO TWO : J. 
TOTOTTTOTO TOTTOTR TORT fTOl TOT £ I 

TOR TOTOTO TTTTOR TOT TOfMfWT TOT TORT 36 TOl TOT-TORT ( 12 ) TJTTT TOTO ttItoTTO' TOT TORT TORT TO -TO TOT 
tTO “TOT TOTTOT TO NiHKT ^ ^ TOFF-TO TO TORFfa r TH-Ml ^RT TORT TTOTOG. TTOTOTOT TO 3FJTOR TOR TO'-' TOT mil 
RTOT 3RTRTf£T TOTTOT OHOR! fTOTO TOT TO, TORI *f^TT TO TOR TOT TOTO. TOTOTTOTOT TOR TOTTOTRR TO TORT- TOTO-'R 

5 FT. TO TTRT RfTOTO TO “7” TOTO TO f-TO 500 R 10,000 TOTO TOl TTO R TRTORTO RRTRTTO 3RRFTO i RTO ) RlTOTO > TO ,'M 
TOT TOTf^TTOTFT &TRTOT TOTO £ TOR “£” RR R'I0^, 2^10*. 5 ■ 10", TO TO, TOT TOTO7RTO TO TOTOTTOTO TOTTO TO 
TORTOTTO TO t 

1 TOT. TO'. TO^T tit; | .; | :- 
TOl. TOT. TOTfTOT. RTTOTOTO, TOl TO+, : 


'•» » 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 

S.O. 281 1 .— Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the mode! described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in contormiiy with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1970 (60 of 1976) and the Standards ol Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Mode! is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 ol the sum Act, me 
Centra! Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Electronic Weighbridge) with digital indication ol Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-1i 1) ol series Y> It 1 -60 
and with brand name "hp" (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M s. hp Electronics. Shop No A 
i 06. Frerana Orchid. Tarakpur, Ahmednagar and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND 09/10 204; 

The said model is a strain gauge iy pc load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Electronic Weighbridge i 
:Mth a maximum capacity of 60 tonne and minimum capacity of 200kg. The verification scale interval (e) is !0kg. it has a 
;are device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The (LED) display indicates the weighing results. I he 
instrument operates on 230 Volts, 30 Hcrt r. alternative current power supply. 



Figure 3—Sealing provision of the indicator of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire from the body of the scale through holes. A typical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up to 200 tonne with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10000 for ‘e’ value 5g or above and with 'c' value of 1*100 2 10'or 5 !0\ 
where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance w ith 
the same principle, design and materials with w'hich, the said approved mode! has been manufactured. 

| I .No WM-21 (139)2010! 

B. N. DIXIT. Director of Legal Metrology 
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M feTT, 12 3TTOJTOF. 2010 

TOT.3TT. 2812.—TO <\ TO fHTOK TOT, fMTTd TOTfTOTOTFf gUl RR TORjd 10 Hi 3 "92 fTOTOR TOR TO RRTOTO TOR RRRTR V] a h.f, 
2T97T fWld TO TOfTOcT RT-SFT (dl TO Rif 3T(°hlfl ^T§f) TOTR 3TH RTTO HH4 TfffafTORT, i 976 ( 1976 TOT 60) TORT WE jTR TOF RFK 
(RTSTOI TOT fTOTOR. i 987 TO 3HTOTOT TO RJFTO TO RR TFT TOR TOT RRTRTOT TO fTO RPIldH TRTRT TOT RRfTO R TO TTOT •<• p ' 

RTOTOTT TOTTTT 7FRRT TOR f¥RR RfFfFTOfRTOT R "-RTOTOT RRT y^FT TORTT 7 TO TOT: 

THAT:, 3TTO, 9) -TOd RTTOR, ^3ctr| TOfTOIddH 'TOT TOFT 36 TOT TOR-TOFT (7) TOR TOR-TOFT ( X ) TFT 7TTTOTTO TOT 9991 TOR x,n 
WF rjFTT RTOT, RTfTOTO FTS', TOFTf TPS', "if., MdlTORH, TONH-682035 TFT WdIdd fRTOM RTOTOTT t RTOTOT1 RF I ) TOH “ "'-in " 
v i^9li TO TOTOTO Fj/TOT tfffid TORTRllrdd TiTFRT dHTOTOT (TORFRN TORR) TO HITH TOT, fiRTTO WS TOT RTR “ ?TOTO|Vr.i ” y .; firy rr 
■-J 2TRT RTTOTT TOTOT RT5FT TORT wf) TOR iTO TO^HKH fRf TOT? FT Tgf/09/ ] 0/234 HO^fv i d fTORT W fr. TORTFR WF T R ; jr! 
TORF i : 

TOT TOFT TO TTTOT TOdf'TO TO TORTOR TmItoRTO 91 TOTTOR? 'TORdliTOd dTRF 7TOTO 7 I TOO TORTO-’H 

htot 500 m t totf srtctt ioo ftr.yi. i i 'ftrttrf toto torftft (?) i fR.m t i tor' v TOTwprod #rt i 1-:-rtoi 
TO TrRTTO oRdTOFHTTRTO 4 |[r 01466 TO TTRTR T | RTOTTO TORTTOTO TOTO ( RR?Rf) TO"?] RTF d yfrTOTR OTAfTO TOO V. 
3TOTO 230 'dfrd 3TR 50 TTO TOTOfl TO fd^d TOFT TO TOT TOFT t I 



Fl'T^'d 2-TOFT TOT FTffeFl TOTO TOT TORTTOT TOTOTTO I 

SslRid/ TOT TOTOT FfTTS’ TO R'J. TO] T9FTO TO TO TOTlFTTO TOTTO tTOTOTFT TO2 TOTfFTOT TOT TOTTO 7T | TOTOTOFF '^T'TOTT 7 TO TOni ijyyr- 3 
TOT 7TOTFT TOTTO TO TOTOTO TO fFTF TOTfFR TOT TORT t I "CfT^FT TOT TOTFTTOT TO7TO TO TOFT9 TOT OTO 9TOTOT TOTOTOTOT TP T TTTTO "TTroTOT fd 5 T| 
TOTTF I 

TOR TOTOTTO TOTTOR TOTOT TOfoOdd TOT TORT 36 TOT TOT-TORT (12) TOFT TORT TOfTOTTO TO TOTOO 'TOTO Rn W. 'TTTOTOT TOJ- ■’■ 

fro RTOT H 1 SR tot 3FTRTTOT TO TOT TORR1-RTO 3RTRTO TORT frofTORtrlT TOFT TOFTt feTOd, fTOTOTOT TOT THFfRR RR RTI ^TORR R f'dRR 
RTOTO 3T^RTfTOT RTTOT Id Td Hi TO fTOTOT TOTT %, f¥TOftTO RRt ^JTTOFTT TO TOR TO RTO, TO TOT TOTOT TOR TOTTOTOTOR TO TOTFRT RWF TO TRU ■-- 
1 fro. TOT. TOT TORT TOfTOTO TO TOTO TO iFTTO. 50,000 TOT 3Tf9TO TO TTO R RRTTTOTO TOTORR AfTOFTFT (RTO) RfeTO 50 f'TOTTT. TORT -U 
TOfTOTOTOR TRTOTT TOTFT t 3TTF “f" RR lxJQ^^ 2^10*, 5 x i 0 * , TO f, TOT TOTORRTO TOT TO. I J I f ^RR ^TOTTO, TOT a 


| TOTO. TO. ^ y »7J TTi'f ' ! sit) i 7(i 111 
TOT. RR. TT:FTTO, fTOTOVpF, RffOTO, ~R : jji.i 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 


S.O. 2812. _Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by ptcsctibctl 

authority' is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conlormitv with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) ot Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of special accuracy (Accuracy class-1) of scries "11A" and with brand 
name "HERCULES” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. “ 1 ula Bhavan, Market Road Jn.. 
Banerji Road, Ernakulam, Cochin-682035 and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND 09/10/234: 


The said model is an electro magnetic force compensation principle non-automatic weighing instrument with a 
maximum capacity' of500g and minimum capacity' of lOOmg. The verification scale interval (e) is I mg. It has a tai e device w all 
a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The LED display indicates the weighing result. I he instrument updates on 
230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Figure-3 - -Sealing provision of the indicator ot the model 

The sealing is done through the holes made in bottom side of the indicator, than sealing wire is passed through 
these holes. Sealing shall be done to prevent opening of the weighing machine lor fraudulent practice. A t\picul schematic 
diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) ol Section 36 ol the said Act. the ( enlral 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument ol 
similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg w ith verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 50,000 or above for *c’ value of ling or more and w ith *e - value of 1 * 10 k . 2 - I O' or 5 I0 l . where 
k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manulaclurer in accordance w uli the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

| F. No. WM-21 (80) 70I0| 
B. N. DIXIT. Director ol Legal Metrology 
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W.37T. 2813.—FTT>T RTFR f, FfaFT$ gp rr FRJrl fPTP RT famr fr F RTF?! ft rutfh v.r fit 

^ t*. tf farn* q ^rf®TcT iter (pp p 'nt t^f) fz sftr tin rpf 3#m i')?6 (1970 f no) ft -w. ru hr 
OHF ( RTPP F 3T^m^) fpTR, 1987 F FIRF F 3FpR f afa ?R RP FT r'rtcRt 7 fa* FTPR 3PTPT FT rFr R F :•« 
rtfr rf*4f ^ rfti ^dtr fMqp Rfifarffrof q rpjf mi fr fft tkf ; 

^:, q>pVl RTFT, '5T3RT 3#lfP?q FT F7I 36 Ft TTFR (7) 3TR FIFO (8) jjJlTT FrT FTFF FT RPR FP 

'Pt qqtf ^Ffr ^fjrrz RT.fq.. rp ftf p 212, 216 . qgTRFT Fz, qznq qfzp 7 fiiwr F f, rt^-fttht trrfFr 

cl- RHP t^fcTT qvRKNK, 7JTRP pR forfqf% 7^# Ft 2 FP "RFR 1 -- 6 ” RRTHT F tfrjFfjjTR ZRRT^Fl RHlfPri RTF 

FFFf (ZIZHT^fF! FR PTF) 3TFFT pF Rf?T, F RTSF FT, fpRF FT FT TTR "qFRR'’ f. ffsnq RF RTF FRIO TFT 

qfFT fft rf £) rU fspq FjqRq Irk Fit ft F/oy/i 0/207 qq^Kfzp Iff rp i rfrtrt wi ft rr ftp £ , 

TFT RTFT RF iRFcT FT RpT FT RT7 TFT RTFiRT 1%TFfZP3TR ZTTrTTKfFT RFTifpP rfpFT TFFP ; PFFrf pr PR 
'•ffiF? K) ] 7RF 3TTFF7R RTcTI 500 tF.TTT. f 3TTT RJFR &R7TT 10 fF TIT. R RF7 RTRTPT PcRTH fFT) inn TJT ± \ jrtj' np, 
FRFdpH J {fFT *> fpRF TP FF oFTFFPTRF FR/T FFT^FR 7F! R I fdfFI i Vf FFTT ( F FT ) FT 7 F V F : 
RR'Fq F#fd FFT "d t FTFFT 230 FPZ 3TR 50 FZR FRTFcjf FTT fF^cT FTR F FR FTF % \ 



RTFfn 2 FFT FT RTfp’T FTP FT FFTTFR RTFTR 

fe^Fi q R Rrfqm rtf fqFiPFT rt#r ft qt t qrfF qtfpq xt~v rtf fft Iftt mp f rt rf i rttr n.i 

qppp FT F FFT'q F RF TFRt FRFFK TFITTR FTOFT fFTI FF f, 1 

zqF j . ij i q 'iiso FfqrFTH ttf f! rIrf q i Fpfl f%f?p ?tf fft ft rfr f fpq fft ftr.rr *ixi r j r: 

I7--TR "7T FIT FF t 1 

3T17 FPTTR R7FR FFT TfrfqfHqq FT FTT 36 Fl FTFTTf (12) RT7T FTP TTfFRT FT FTP FT RT PR RFTRT F"0T R fp, 
FFT qfFTT F .q^qTFT F 7R M -HI ^ IM R F 3TRfrT FRT fRfqqtcTT 'gR ZRT fq^ld, tFRTRT F RjqiT FR ZRT RRTTt R fRRR TFT 

•FTqrpq qfep fRfqqpi Iff rf t, rifft trt rt5ft f ^r r! rf, pfFti sr fpr-tirt f ffh trff f rr f 5 r. 

F ZRR RfRF F qp F tpR RcFFT OlMMM 3TcTRP (FT) R%cf 50 fF.TTT. R 5000 fF.F. TTF FT TTfpFFR ^.RTT F?T T 
pT “ e” TfPf ] x K)*, 2 >' 10*. 5 X !() T , F t’, F FTRF F FFTcRF ^ifF F Zjp F RR^R t I 

[F R - . FFJ PR -2 1 (112) 2010 | 

F. IR. FfPrr, IPFTF, fqf^TF RP fp;TR 


"* * 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 

SO ">813 —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority! is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in eonlormttywtthtire 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards ol Weights and Measure 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act. tne 
Central Government hereby approves and issues the certificate of approval of the model ol Discontinuous I otali/.ing 
Automatic weighing instrument (Totalizing Hopper Weigher) with digital indication of Accuracy mass- ol sct.cs 
"MACON$-6" and with brand name “MACONS” (hereinafter referred to as the said model) manuiacni.Ld 
M s. “Macons Equipments Pvt. Ltd, Survey Block No. 212,216, Mahaiaxmi Estate, Matoda Pat.a; ^ Vasana 

chacharwadi, Ta-Sanaud, Dist. Ahmedabad- Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09 10- 7, 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based Discontinuous Totalizing Automatic weighing instrument 
(Totalizing Hopper Weigher) with a maximum capacity of 500kg and minimum capacity of 10kg. I he scale interval (d > is 
1 OOg. it has a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The [.CD, LED display indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire through the display, so that after sealing digitizer can not be opened 
without removing seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A D cardmother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the central Government 
hercbv declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing mstruments ol similar 
make,'accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacities in the range of Mfkgto >000 kg ioi e vahw e 
v, or more and with -e' value of 1 * 10\ 2 * 10 k or 5 *10\ where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zei o 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and materials with the same \wth 
which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 


| F. No. WM-2K 112) 2010| 
B.N.DIX11 . Director of Legal Metrology 
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“KT. 3 ^- 2814.-— c h'^0 < 4 i '+>!' RF, fa fed RTfaRTRt sJEJ ^nTT RFfM '-MiMl<4 3M|U| EE El etr fR serf mm;-* *e 

tRRR REE 4*^RirRETRTE Ft ERT t % fW R crf%T RESET (eH RT RFffR W) rtf RE EH HER; eT'ITm mm , 
1076 ( 1976 RF 60) cT«TT RT? afft EFT RTRRT (eTsmiT RF 3^h)<H ) fRRE, 19S7 RT ERRE? ^ 'jj^rq fr sfpr vrq t^R mh Rvjp*-F 
t fRT ROME M3 RF REfa 4 ‘4t REE ETEH ERTERT RRTR RRET 3TR MMM EftfwrfflRr E RRTEE RET REp? RER1 MM!*; 

3RT:, HE, RF^TE H7RFT, FErf 3Tfvf*1^M RTt RET 36 RF REEKT ( 7 ) HTT FEETE ( S ) fTE FtFeFRT RF RETE T Rr- : ' Hp 

F F^ FTT RFH1 %., 3-23-14, fewt, f^fETR, HlOlHI-ET, RIRET 1700013 "FTER fTE fafafEH 3»7 RR;w-n 

(RETEST HE- iI) HTmT “fR ” 5 )<3M11 R^ HF>R> /fHH Efed, ^MR-Mlfcid HTmR EE FEE ( THERE REF 7 ) RT HTHH RF fFEET RT-.; -pf 

"MI 1 ? ‘E Tr^ TfT ■§■ ( [fE fEM fETET E?HIE iRd RTS Ml RFF ERT t) 3TTT fjRT MmM e FIT "Ft HHHFM FfFRT ( Rf. ) ‘Of Flo. TFTM 

fRFR-5 EHHTE, FfTRFTT-1220 16 FTTT EFF R fHHF El FRET RTF R Ertt fRER fIteRE FT tRRRRT FEET EFT F RR f"RR sRMt’T"- 7 
fH^ HT? EE 7TT/09/10/52 RM^Efld fETET ERT f, R-jMKH RRTH-HH RTTl HERT F I 

"FEE RTF Ml ER7 RT4-R EH ERF 7 RF RR RN 3-EHTfET .RRHETfEET cTTmH RRRRR f M?RM RN 3RRR) 7. I RRRT] Mn'>;-JRR 
RRRT 610 TTT. 3tR ^TcRT ^TRcfT 200 fR. RT. t I RRRTRR RPTRH 3RRTR1 (|) |() fR. 3TT. F I FRR Tr^T RTW'T'-'jM RRrt 7 . ’ hjtr;: 
FIR RfcRTR cR^FTRRRRt RTfRT 3RRRRRR RRTR f | FrOrF F 56 WR FTRTF (RR RT FT) RFFT FIRM RRWR M' R l 'JH 'PJ'-” 7 \ 
RqRRUT 230 RRR: 3TR 50 FFFf RrMIRdf RR 1 fRFpT RRRf ER ofRcn F 1 



3TT^fR 2—RTFR RF RtfRRT RRR rrjrRRT ^FRTTR 

TFRTmT RF RIFl R R rHmRI RRR FmRjIR RR FfpmH ^ FTRt afR/RTR RR RR RTfRR R7T RPTl F I RTF RT R]sr mu 
FsmmN R RR '■H'i 3 |r zfq R7R7 R RR Ft sKl R R RTIfRI RRR fdR)lR RR RtR R RFFT RRT F I RTFR RF RTRRF rttr ~p vppj 
RF RR-: RRRf RiRRIR*^* F1R31TH RRORR f*FRT W F I 

FRRRR R RTFT) cTRT ‘RFR RF gfRRT t I RTFR RTfRRRH RR7 R^R RR R7 RR R Rt RRF RR Rj-p f-pr| 

fRi R R fFRT RRT F j 

RE 4)fT 1R RRRFT RRR 3TfRfdRR RF RT7T 36 Rf! FR- RET (12) FET RFR FTfRRRT RF EEET RRF FU FF 'JPEF RTVR* 7 
fR FRF hTsmI FT 3TRRTFF fR RRFR-RR R^ Rrl'fd FRT iFfFRTFT FET FRT Fmrm , Fo F!fF FT iTRRTT "FE 7R RRR.f[ R ' r -m:i\ 
FRF FFfRTfFF Hi’s Ml IRFFRtR TRFTT RET f, FfRiFmcI FRl ^ RR Ft RR7, RRTRFT RE RFRERH FT RPFR FRR7RR R 1 MTH FI 

1 fR.TF. R 50 1R.TF. FRT ^ ” RTF ^ fETR 1 00 R 61,000 FE7 R7 TE R RrRTRF RTRRR FREER ( ER) 'RE 101) tR. TTT. RT FETE 
SrfRRT op RTR ^ f/Rl/ 5000 R 61 ,000 FR7 RF ^RT R RcRFTR HIMHIR FREER (RR) EfFR 50 fRT.TTT. RRT RF itf^TRERi FMF! 
RTmT F RE "i" RTR O10 *, 2x 10 5^10 *, ^ 1?, RT ERERRT RT RREfrERT RRtRT RT RpR R> RMcjrR F i 

[ RF. R. 5 v"j iTR 21 i 52 ) 20! 0 | 
RT. RR. Rtf^TR, fRFFTRT. tRT ? EE EFT T'EF’R 
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New Delhi, the 12th October. 2010 

S.O. 2814. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the_ presetobed 

authority, is satisfied that the model described in (he add 

rr™! ^^tLtri^na oven periods csl sttsttttne.c, t„c tore, 

to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now therefore exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of section 36 of the said Act the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate 

instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of High Ac «"^^^ttd '3-2 VU. llmashi- 
name “A &D” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufacture ■ . ; Instruments India (P) Ltd. 509. 

Ikebukuro, Toshima-Ku, Tokyo-170-0013 Japan and marketed m India by N & D> “u«s 
Udyog Vihar-V. Gurgaon, Haryana-122016, India which is assigned the approva 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-autornmi^eigh^^^ ^ ^ ^ , 

a maximum capacity of 6 lOg. and minimum capacity of 200mg. ;i he«>cr tcaUon me a V ' |h 

device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Liquid Cry stal (l-d)) display md.cat.s .- - 

The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Figure 2—Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the dfodel. 

Sealing is done on the right side/back side of the display by passing seal ing w n e lwo holes 

The seal is connected by whole in base plate & top cover of display, than sea 1S P a! J s _ 
attached with seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision oi the model is given . >ovc. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided m A D cai mo 
to disable access to external calibration. . , fVntri i 

Funhcr, in exercise of tile powers conferred by sub-section (12) ol Section x6.* ^ii' hing instrument of 
Governmem hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said modeKhall » ‘ vc ;- |kalion stil | c 

similar make and performance of same senes with maximum capacity up o - ^ 1 • , , ot - verification scale 

interval (n) in the range of 100 to 61,000 for V value of I mg to 50,ng. and w h mibm^ot ^ ^ 

interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 61,000 for'‘c’ value of lOOmg. or more and with e value! • - da|KC wilh lh e 

the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same llianL nrinu f a cnircd. 

same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the approved model as cc c .,,, 

| F. No. W M-21 (-) - u 1 w I 
B. N. 1)1X11. Director of Legal Metrology 
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T03T.3TT. 2815.—F773K 07, IFfecT OTfOOTF £ET ‘Ziff FTgR B7TF7T7 FFFT F7 % FIF OF IFF 7 ' -7N r P 
7T7T7 0377 03 TT7TT1 OF 7FTTFR TlwtfT T^rf frqti F OfFO OTTOT (7T0 ^ fjf 3T7f3frT ) OTc BT 7 FN FPF7 BT; ^t-FJq. 
1976 ( 1976 77 60) OFT OT7 BTT7 FTO F1773 ( TTfeeTT TFT F^MKH) fTFF, 1987 ^ 7000T ^ BT7FF f 3-TR SF 071 TFT FOO-1T 
F % r^FTTcTR #1 77 BTOfO F 'Ft Z7RT FFR WsfcTT OTTF, FOOT FIT fafFo #TSTM F 70^77 F7T FOR TOR! FFTT: 


-afTcft. 3T7. TRSfo FT73R, 070 FfwfTFF Tit ORT 36 Wt T07HT (7) 3TR OOFTF (8) FTF FfOTR 77 WO OR /Vtr 
F 777 } V 3gf 73071 %., 3-23-14, fFFTTTT f^TRt, OtfFFT-73, 7T70T-1 70-00 1 3 7TTTH ^TTT f#Tffa 7~7 OW'ir: 
i d-ROOT cpl-11 ) 777 “ " *7077 O' BT7373 T£ER TTf%TT, BlWOlfd' 1 rflcTT 097300 ( tm 09 MT ) 73 F^RT 771, TOW* v-f ■ 

‘FT OF "V v'f. Ot 't (foF FFF FF 73 070 FfFR 3?tT FF3f 7 7^71 FFTFOR FTOOf 771. > id. 

■". -OF fTFTT- V, OFOTF, FffOTOl- 1 220 16 £171 FTTO F F ^ 3TF7T OK 4 fOTT f73FT FftTOO 73 fOFOTO fOFT OFT F' Fl 7 
3^70 FfS m TFT Tl 09/10/53 FFRKf7TO fool FOT f, BljifdH W 07 'TT 7 ' 73T6T F I 


J T- FOR rr-T ?R7Z1 FO-T-R. OFF TtFrFTTO PyiF'-ld 77 3TTVTftcT BTWTlfdO 0700 TH^'h f RORO 
R^lTfT 1 FOOT 310 FT. F BTF ^T-F ^RTT 200 ft, 1 f I FcOTOO HI97H 310779 (f) ]0 TO. O F i 


3mfo7<d<T ^fTF? t Tjf? 7 73T v'TfT TfftT?f?T : - VJ T ; 7? TFf ^ r tfT; 
T Tf 7TI TT T? TJTT^t<TfT ”T-T~n ; PO.f:;'-' ;>0‘, .T-7 ,^r 7 ^ 


tTTftfT BTT^TT'rpR 7^ t 1 ^TTO TRjrpHf? B3FTr5 ( 
077177! TTT7 f^q7 7717 07 <TT7 ?; | 


71 TJ' f >7 



BTI^frf 2-HU^d 7^1 olfd't 73T7 77 TTdT17 & -S170IT 

fepR 73l 7T5T 7 ^ TfffTR 7T77 fTTTeT 737 f^FR ^ TT^' 3TT7/OT0 77 37R O!id7 73t 7TTTT 7 I FR 77 T 77 ~y' 
fsPld 77 OF RZ 370 ZT 7377 F 77 7f 7?7f Tf F OlfdO 7T77 fTTTTT 77 77R F 7T7T FTT 7 1 FTT7 74 Ft"!77 7 J -i 7 3 T 17M 
77 F7 ^FOt TTTTTT^ 7T77T0 Z07t77 fTTT 771 t I 

d9707 F TT^TT TiPd^H 773 0^7 77f 'gfoOT t 1 7T77t 7Rn^M 77 4<£7 77 7T77 7 idU i F'^t 7317 77 717 >\ 1 ' 7 
f7F7 FtfTTTTTT t I 


3717 7F$7 xroTOT 7TT BlfomF 7ft 7T7T 36 73f ZF-FT7 (12) TFT 777 TTfTTTT 77 777 777 77 77 7773! 


f7 T7T 0777 0 ) F ^ 7F 0777 07 T! FrFfrT ZTTt fof7FfcTT ^TTT ZTlt fTTTRT, fTOlTT F 3TTFF BO 7 TOT OiMlil 7 » ! -■' 
TOO BTFOtfro HI2d fofooWT foOl OFT tofof^RT TRl ^T 2 ldI OF 7t F03, OFTFTT BTF 7 OTOOTdO 73 7707 FTO^O MI .'i n 
I fe 01. F 50 fF.TTT. 773 BE “ t ” F7T 03 fdF i 00 F 50 ,000 003 ^ TF F F77T07 H1MHH BrTOTI ( 07) BO 7 100 10. TTT. 71 3 
30^773 a “t” FIT te f? 7 iJ S()f)0 F 50,000 703 oft TO F FrFT07 FTTFT7 337777 ( F7 ) OfFo 50 f03.0I. 773 031 Blf0737M V 
077 F BTF " i ” FT7 1 v 10 4 , 2 x 10 * 4 - 1 0 *. Ft 07T7F73 FT TFOTcFTF ^7173 OT TEO 73 FF3p7 7 I 


FF 

00| 


[F31. F. T'^0 ll F 21 1 52 ). 20lo | 


OT. FT- OffHT7, fTTOTT. fOTOOT FPT lOc’M 


"H » 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 

2815 . _Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 


authoriw is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is m contonnuy wuh the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights ar.d Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards ol We#* and Measur s 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over penodsol sustaued 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now therefore in eN ercise of the powers conferred b\ sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section j 6 of U\: said Au the 
C -n! Government hereby , ;sues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of High Accuracy CAcc«r*y ctos-H)ofser«s 'T/ and withhum 
,m,e -‘A &D’ (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M,s. A &D Company Ltd o - \ 

I ikebukuro.Toshima Ku Toky o-170-0013 japan and marketed in India by Mrs A& D l " s ' , “' s .. 

Udyog Vihar-V, Gurgaon, I larya.ia-l 22916. India which ts assigned the approval mark IND/09,10.5a, 

The said model is an electro magnetic force compensation principle based non-automatic weighing instrument 
( | able top type! with a maximum capacity of 310g. and minimum capacity of200mg the verification sea 

1 has a tare device with a 103 percent subtractive retained tare cftcct. The Vacuum Huorescem (V O) d.splat 
indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz al.emat.ve current power supply. 



Figure 2 -Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the right side/back side of the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. 
The -cal is connected by whole in' base plate & top cover of display, than seal wire is passed through these two holes 
attached with seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision ol lire model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in Ad) card mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument o. 
similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg. and with numb.. ol verificationsc., v 
interval (nt in the range of 100 to 100.000 for V value of lmg. to 50mg. and with number ot verification scale interval.,., nr 
•he ra-e of 5000 to 100.000 for ‘e' value of I OOmg. or more and with V value I < I0 l . 2 x I O'- or 5'-10'. k being the posit »r« 
neuafive whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same pi n.up c. 
design and with the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

| F. No. WM-21 (52)'20 H) | 
\\, N. DIXIT. Director of Legal Metrokgx 
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<33T.3TT. 2816.—^FERE 7T7EE7 EE. E ETfEEER "gTE EE EERT ItRH R7 fEHTT ERE El R^EIR E? MW H RET 
R % f{t t Rf Eft cl of777 (ETE Rt Rif -M I f >fd t^ - ) ETZ 37)7 MTFT Hll* 3TfapE7H, 1976 ( I 976 EE 60) 7T y 4T EIE EE RfR 

EEEE (TTHTcff EE 3TREKE) fEER, i 987 E> "TREE! Ei HERE "t 3317 RE ETE EE RHIEEI % f^T HOTTER REEI EE HHfE R RT 3EE 
RTEH EHTHoT HEIR 7EETT sffT MEM EfttHfcTEl 4 THREE RET 7W ETE? TRET; 

HE:, HE, ER$H 7T7EET, HEE EtMeER ETf ETH 36 °Ff HR ETH (7) HTT URHTTT (8) ETR ETfEEET EE WI E1E? RR, 
ETTR HTE M I RH HERE RE ftTTEM, 317 , TEETE EETt 4) REEl EEHE E! 7171. ERET EET RRT tEftftE i -H EHTHET 
{ tjHTEET EE-11) ETH “ HHHERt” R73THT El 3TETET TJEE TlfEE, HTEHlpEd ETHE HEEHRT (TEH ETE HEHT) El RTEH EE. TREE 
ETE EE ETE "W5WSR" E (fHH REE ?EE? H7EIR "3EE hTsci EUR 7T ET E) HR fETT <H^hIEE Pes* "HT7 RE tT/09'1!> 40 
WREEfyE ftlET RET t, ENTIRE HEIR RE ETRt ERE! t I 

EER RRgET RET fHRTE RR 'REE7 EE ^TTT ‘RET HTTHlftE H TEH TREE EREE EREHE (EEcE RE REET) t | RREE ETHEIER 
HEE1 30 fET.RT. HIT -RREE 8 WET 100 RT. t I TTcETRE ETRETE 3TH7T7E (f 2 RE 4 I 7HE' -El 
HTEERETE RfHE t fE7TEE ETE EfEETE EREEEEETETET RlftcT HTHHcREE HRTE E I RE ITT UEHERT ' TRIE- (RH 7 7Tf) EER El Mi 
RftriTR EREfTlE ET7RI f, I ERETRR 230 EIRE 3TTT 50 RcRIEdf RRT fE^E RETE R 7 EER EEal o I 



3E'E»fn 2—RTR7E EE 771 fcE J 1 ERE EE E MEIER MTRRTR 

IP^T EE EIRE El EPET 307 EP-lt 3TR 7T TOfrER ETE7 fEEEET EE TEEE ET ETR EvR7/ ET77T E7T R TOfpPT EE 'ETET 71 RPE E 
TEE Epj OTT fgTRTR El ER7 ERET 3R7 ETR E1E7 R EE Et Rf ^ RtttfR ETE 7 fEEED EE 7TR R RTR] RET 1 1 RTT r7 ? EE 'RPEER E7E 
El RRe'e ER RE 37RRT ETEETE^ ETERTR RRREE fRET RET tl 

‘TRERR R ETR7T EidETH EE1 ERE EE EfEET t I EToTT E1%ET7E RE1 E^E EE RE1R El fcRT. R/RT EER-'RR7 ET R 7 TEE 
fME RT fEET RET R I 

3R7 El ROE 7REE7 REE RfRfEER EE ETR 36 Ell ER-EIR ( 12 ) ETR RRE TllEtlEl EE RETR ERR RR. RE ETERT ERRT T. 
fEl REE RTR'R El 3RJRTEE 'R RR ERIE EE ^ 3TERR RT!! f^ERfrTT gTR E7R fREEE. flTETTE El 3TRRR 3T17 ETR RTRET R MERE 
TER RiHtdd RTRRT MeRTR TE7E RRT f, TRT 'JWZ\ RTER RE1, E El RET ETR EEERTRR El EPEE TRERR **TT EOT "ET 

I TR.RT. R 50 fR.RT. EW El "t” RH El frER l(i() R 50,000 RET El RE R TTrETRE RTRRTE 3TE7PE (RE) 3TR i()() fR. RT. 7 R TER 
3Tf ? TEl El “i” RTE El ftlR, 5000 R 50,000 RET Eff RE R RETIRE RRRTE 'RETTET (RE) RT%E 50 fET.RT. EE! EE 3Tf 5 TETER TRET 
ETR E 3TR RH MO \ 2* 10 t 5H0 *, ^ f, RT EET7RET ET ERRTrREl RTRTE1 ET ERE El 7TRRRE E I 

[ RE. R. T'-r-R TTR ^ j t ?;> j Rn | ( j | 
ET. RE, ttfEE. fEEEE.. f'ETER H7 ? R;T:E 





[qf7j j]—3(ii)J ^TRcT 3fTl 13,2010/ c bird c b 22, 1932 ° li 

New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 

S.O. 2816.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by preset ibed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods ot sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 ot the said Act. the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of High Accuracy (Accuracy class-11) of series "G$ I i and with brand 
name “GOLDSHINFT (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M s. Gold Shine Scale & Sy Mems. > 17 
Ranjit Gali, Near GNG College, Yamuna Nagar which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10 40; 

The said model is a strain guage type load cell based non-automatic weighing istrument (Tabletop lype) with a 
maximum capacity' of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare device with 
a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The light emitting diode (LLD) display indicates the weighing lcsult. ! Ik 
instrument operates on 230Voits, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Figure 2—Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model 

Sealing is done on the top cover/bottom base of the scale by passing sealing wire from the left and right body ot 
the scale. The seal is connected by whole in base plate & top cover of display, than seal wire is passed through these two 
holes attached with seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. Adip switch has also been provided in A D card mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument ol 
similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity' up to 50kg. and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50000 for *e’ value of Img. to 50mg. and with number of verification scale interval! n) in the 
range of 5000 to 50,000 for‘e'value of lOOmg. or more and with V value 1 x 10 k , 2 * !() k or 5M0 k . k being the positive or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

j F. No. WM-21 (32) 20101 
13. N. DIXIT. Director of Legal Metrology 
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3TT. 2817.—R<7?TR RRRR RR, TRfoTT TTlf^T^TT-O gRT Tff RRJR TOPS RT fRRP RRR R7 rrrtr Rr RRTRR >9 Oil 

<7 lO 73RR fiq|<* 4 Rf% RTPPT (rH <3 SfFfng W 3Tfc RTR W 3#TfRRR, I 976 ( 1976 RR 60 j RRf RR 09 
RTORT ( RTPTO RR Sp^RKR) PTRR, 1987 R) O^JTRR % sfR gR RRT RR RRTRRT t 7R7 POTcflT RRFf RR ORfR "9 *R| WR 

RTScT RRFfrn ROO ORRI 3R7 tofRO RfrfTRfRRT T T Op 7 [RR RRT tjro rop Tffrfi; 

33R1:, 3TR, 'O^fl6 TT<r>k, PRO SlfRfRRn rt) %|RT 36 ^ TORTR (7) OTT PsRRttt (8) gTTi $!lPwRI RR yrmr rtr rh 
R tcORTiPR TRFPf RP f««H, 517, TTTsftcf RPTT OURRi RRpTR R7 Rpp OR 'gRT fa fa fag ORR RRTRRf 

( RRRtcTT R T t HI ) RTPf “ jflupi'-ilipp ” >llsfpfT R7 3TR7RT 7TRR 37%g, 733R+R1 Tel R RTPR (RRORR opq j r 7 g|i>i r;| I OFF 

"7T6 "4,1 OR •OTcPRTTpg'' f, 1RT0 'RTR7 RRRTg 37R7T RT5P1 RTgT RR1 g) 3TTJT flfR 31-iMKH 'fafg ?OP PR '7109 10 :; 
HR^oVTcf fRJRT RRf t, 3T^TTR RRRR-RR *TRt "<^7Tcft f I 

WT RTSPT T^RT fa^FfT TR TTRTR cR RTT 73PT SntJlftg SR^Tfpm TffPH 7WRT fRRppTR RRTTT ) ?. j JRRR Rfa'-TRO 
?TRcff 1000 faRTU. % 73TtT ^OTR S-TRcTT 2 TOOT. f I 7TPTFR ROOM 3RRPR (g) 10(1 RT. R i TO o' t T rt 

TRTtfRTJPH TjfRTl t fal-HRR 7171 RfORcT cRRRrngRTRRF RTftg OfaoprH ROTO t t RRRRT PRTRR7 ‘TtoTT (WT i ff ) RT7I Olo'-r 
■’TfRITO 730^10 '<+001 ? I Trwrq- 230 'Rips 3^R 50 7^ RTRlOTft ORT iR^'O RTTR RT RTR ORcTl f. I 



TRT^lTf 2—-RTT7T RH +flfcOI RRR R7T RFTRPR^ 7TRTTR9 

RFPf R>t 9!Tl R7 RRTT 3TR RPR -3TR R RT'.TRT oyR7 flRTTPf RR R7 SN RTR7/ ROOT RR R Rlfoi R+ RTRT RI R’ <1 -+; 
RTR feRlPl ^ RR Rd 3 tR RR RTR7 R RR Rl #Rf R ^ RtfpPT RPR fRRRR R>R RtO R RTO OT1 1 ! RTOR R7] RRopr -+: + 

R "3RRR RT TTR7 RROT RP3RTR^ TRRTTR OR1RR f^RT RRT tl 

RRRTRn R - RTRR RTfpfRTTR rTR> R^R RTl 7TfRRT t I RIRTT Rifd'+^H RRT TfTR R71 RRRT ROT RPR ROT RR7. OT R 1 -O' 
fTR'R tRRT RRT i I 

OR RRRlR R7RR RRR ofoToiR RR RTR 36 RR RR-RRT (12) ^R1 RTR TTfRTPTT R7] RRTR RRR 7[R RR ROOT R7< O ? 
f<R 7RR Rffepi "R 3T^RTRR RT PR RRTO-RR R7 3TTRTR ’Oil fRfRRTcT! gK! OR) f+RglR, fpRTP9 RT r+FjOR 3TR ORT RTRTTT R t6RO 
RRFf R(RHlT r<R RTPO R7T Moifo fRTRf OR] f , Fq^lHld ORT ^j^TO % f\ RRT. RRl^RTf 3TR R|4 m I OH R7 RROT OTR7RT O OR 
R1 5 TIT. RT 7RTR 'RfRRT RT RRT ^ fpTR 500 R 10,000 7TR7 Rlt TR R RcRTOT RTRRR 3RTRO (TRT) RfgTf 5() RR.R], 5000 tO.RI. 
ORTRlt 3 #+Rk 1R OORT RTPt f 3TR “f” RH ]x|0 2^10 5^10 *, R71, RT RRIrHO RT Rl '' ) || rOR> ^RTR7 RT RPR R7 RRRFR g | 

[ OT. R. "R3?o[ im 21 { .32 J R) 1 (i | 
RT. TO. orffiTR, f'TTRR,, TRKm RR toiR 









['4FT1I—73^ 3(ii) 1 


^Kcf TT^TT? : W3R 13,20! 0/«¥nftf«H 22, 1932 


New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 

S.O. 2S17. _Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the ptcsci ibed 

authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules. 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 ot the said Act. the 
Centra) Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-111) of scries "GSPf and with 
brand name "GOLOSHINL” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M s. Gold Shine Scale & Mslcms. 
517 , Rarijit Gali, Near C’NG College, Yatnuna Nagar which is assigned the approval mark I ND/09/10 41 

The said model is a strain guage type load cell based non-automatic weighing isirument (Platform lype) with a 
maximum capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg It has a tare device 
with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The light emitting diode (I.HD) display indicates the weighing result. I he 
instrument operates on 230Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 



Figure 2 —Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 


Sealing is done on the top cover/bottom base of the scale by passing sealing wire from the left and right body of 
the scale. The seal is connected by whole in base plate & top cover of display, than seal wire is passed through these two 
holes attached with seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision oflhe model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in AD card motherboard 
to disable access to external calibration. 


Further., in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 ol the said Act, the Central Government 
hereby declares that this certificate of approval ol the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments ol similat nuke, 
accurate and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. up to 5000kg with verification scale interval 
(n) in the rantie of500 to 10,000 for 'e' value of 5g or more and with 'e' value I • I0 k , 2 < 10 k or 5 • l() k . where k is a positive or 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
desiun and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

I V. No. WM-21 (32) 20101 


B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metro logs 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 2010 

S.O. 2818.— Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards ot Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the third proviso to sub-section (3) and sub-sections (7) 
and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval ot the 
model of Measuring Systems For Liquids Other Than Water with digital indication ot accuracy class 0.5 (hereinafter icferred 
to as said model) of series -‘SPRINT’ with brand name “GILBARCO VEEDER ROOT’ - , manufactured by 
M/s. Gilbarco Veeder Root India Private Limited, Petroleum Dispensing Pumps & Systems. Coimbatore Campus. 
Ma 1 umichampatty, Coimbatore-641021 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/09 ; 

The said model is an Meter for Liquid other than Water (Fuel Dispenser) working on the principle of positive 
displacement meter. It can handle single or multiple product and has maximum upto 10 nozzles. It has maximum llowratc m 
the rangeof90L/Min to 130L/rnin for single/double metering unit. The minimum flowrate is4L min. I he smallest division is 
10ml /I ml. It has indication of 7 or 6 digits for amount in rupees/volume, 6/4 for fuel rate and density. ! he display is ot LCD 
type. 



Figure-2- Sealing arrangement 

In addition to scaling the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done by passing sealing wire through the nut and 
bolt assembly plugged by a seal. The calibration wheel can not be accessed w ithout breaking the lead seal. The electronic 
calibration can not be accessed without breaking the lead seal on the pulsar bracket. 

The said model has electro-mechanical totalizer/electronic totalizer, it is also having electronic calibration facility 
in addition to mechanical calibration device, card reading and printing facility. 

| F.No.WM-21 (16)20101 
IT N. DIXI E Director oi l.egal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 12th October. 2010 

S.O. 2819,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
prov isions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards ol Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said mode! is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise ot the powers conferred by the third proviso to sub-section (3). sub-sat ion i~\ and 
sub-section (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby approves, issues and publishes the certificate 
ot approval of mode! of Measuring Systems For Liquids Other Than Water of accuracy class 0.5 (hereinafter referred to as 

said model) of series.‘PACF.MAKLR If with brand name "GILBARCO VEEDER ROOT", manufactured b\ M s Gilbarco 

Veeder Root India Private Limited. PctroLum Dispensing Pumps &. Systems. Coimbatore Campus. Maiumkhampattv 
Coimbatore-641021 and which it; assigned the approval mark INF) 09 iOTO ; 

The said model is a Measuring Systems for Liquids Other Than Water (Fuel Dispenser) working on the principle 
of positive displacement meter. Its maximum flow rate is 90 1pm for heavy duty. 45L min for standard dut\ and minimum ilow 
rate is 04 litre/minute. It has indication of 7/6 digits for amount in Rupees, and totalizer up to 9 digits. It operates on 220Y. 
50 Hertz alternate current power supply. It is capable of dispensing multiple variety of fuel that is Gasoline, diesel oil etc. I he 
minimum measured quantity is 1 Litre. 



Figure 2—Sealing arrangement. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done by passing sealing wire through the nut and 
bolt assembly plugged by a seal. The calibration wheel can not be accessed without breaking the lead seal 

The said model has mechanical totalizer. 

| F.No. WM-21(16) 20i;q 


B.N. DIXIT. Director of Lena 1 Metroio, v 
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New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 


S.O. 2820. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by preset ibed 
authority is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to 
renper accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and ( 8 ) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Crane type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) of series "WC* and with brant, 
name “WE1GHCARE** (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M s. Weighcare Instruments. ( -1. 
Shantiniketan Complex, 150Ft Ring Road, Rajkot, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09 09 543 


The said model is a strain guage type load cell based non-automatic weighing istrument (Crane Type) with a 
maximum capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. H has a tare device 
with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The light emitting diode {[.ED) indicates the weighing result. I he 
instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply . 



Figure-2—Sealing arrangement 

The sealing is done through the holes made in rear side of the indicator, than sealing wire is passed through these 
holes. Sealing shall be done to prevent opening of the weighing machine for fraudulent practice. A typical schematic 
diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A 1) card molhci 
board to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 ol the said Act. the ( ential 
(iovernment hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing mstrumeni ol 
similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity range from 50 kg. up to 30 tonne with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for 'e' value of 5g. or more and with *e' value of I ■ ! 0 \ 2 ■ l(f or 
5 . |()g where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the approved model has been manufacturer; 

| f . No. YVM-21 (317) 20091 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metro to ex 
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New Delhi, the 8th November. 2010 

, *°: “* l T) Vhe,vl,s - on P u * > l* cal * ofl Of the noiilkalkm of the (iovemmem „f India, in the M,n,M„ ,„(,,,,I 

mmihu SC IS), dated the 27th July. 2010 published in the Gazette of India. Petti II. Section-’,, sub-sect.on (ii) dated JI tub 
01 !) issued under sub-sect,on (I) of Section 9 of the Coal Hearing Area (Acquisition and Development) Act 19 s m u, „, 

19s , I there,nalter relerred to as the said Act), the land and all rights ,„ or over such land described in the Schedule appended 
.9 h.e said notilicuuon (hereinafter relerred to as the said lands) vesied absohileh in ihe Cenlral (iovernnienl lav from ill 
encumbrances under sub-section (I) of Section 10 of the said Act ; 

... . A , n o WhC T S ' lhC CVmral 0ovcmmcw is salisncd >hal Ihe NTPC I mined, a Public Seelor undertakine nude, ihe 
Mnusli v ol never (herein relerred to as the Government Company) is willing to eomplv will, terms and conditions as the 
L entral Government thinks lit to impose in this behalf; 


"N f 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (I )oi Section 11 oi the C oal Bearing Area t \cqiuMium 
and Development) Act, 1957, the Central Government hereby directs that the said lands and all rights in or over the said 
lands, so vested, shall with effect from the 3 1st July, 2010 instead of continuing to so vest in the Central Government, w-9 
in the Government Company, subject to the following terms and conditions, namely : 


1 . The Government Company shall reimburse to the Central Government all payments made in respect ot 
compensation, interest, damages and the like, as determined under the provisions oi the said Act ; 

2. A tribunal shall be constituted for the purpose of determining the amounts payable to the C enlral Government 
by the Government Company under condition (1) and all expenditure incurred in connection with any such 
tribunal and persons appointed to assist the tribunal, shall be borne by the Government Company and 
similarly, all expenditure incuured in respect of all legal proceedings like appeals, etc., for or in connection with 
the rights, in or over such lands, so vested, shall also be borne by the Government Company : 

3. The Government Company shall indemnify the Central Government or its officials against any othci expend ante 
that may be necessary in connection with any proceedings by or against the Central Government or its 
officials, regarding the rights in or over the said lands, so vested ; 

4. The Government Company shall have no power to transfer the said lands and the rights to any othci pet son 
w ithout the prior approval of the Central Government; and 

5. The Government Company shall abide by such direction and conditions as may be given or imposed by the 
Central Government for particular areas of the said lands, as and when necessary. 

|F No. 4301 5 7 2006 PKIW-KVol.II)| 
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[3. m 25011/9/2007 3TT3T7 | | 
3T. 37. 331, 3737 3f33 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 2010 

S.O. 2822. — In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquistion of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby makes the following amendents in the 
notification of the Government of India, Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas Number S.O. 71 I dated I 7lh March. 2009, 
published in the Gazette of India on 21st March, 2009 and Number S.O. 3040 dated 4th November. 2009. published in the 
Gazette of India on 7th November, 2009, namely :— 

In the said notification, 

1 . for the words “Shri Nitin Kumar Garg, Deputy Manager (Operations), Indian Oil Corporation Limited. Mathura 
Jalandhur Pipeline. Bijwasan” the words “Shri D. K. Singh, Deputy Manager (Operations)", shall be subtituted. 

2. for the words, “Shri S. K. Gautam, Senior Maintenance Manager. Indian Oil Corporation Limited. Northern 
Region Pipelines, Panipat" the words “Shri Ranu Ram, Senior Manager", shall be substituted. 

| No. R-25011 92007-OK-l! 

B. K. DATTA. Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 10th November, 20It) 

S.O. 2823. —Whereas by the notification ot the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas number S.O. 41 dated 16-12-2009 issued under 
sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in I .and) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the land in Tchsil-Athagarh. 
District- Cuttack, in Orissa State, specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum products from 
Paradip (Orissa) to Raipur (Chhattisgarh) and Ranchi 
(Jharkhand) by Indian Oil Corporation l imited; 

And whereas, copies of the said notification were 
made available to the public on 1st February 2010; 

And -whereas, the Competent Authority has under 
sub-section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act. submitted his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government has after con¬ 
sidering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the Schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act. Central 
Government hereby directs the right of user in the said 
land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, 
vest on date of publication of this declaration, in Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited, free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil : Athagarh 

District: 

Cuttak 

State : Orissa 


Name of the village 

Plot No. 

1lectare 

Area 

Are Sq mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Kandarpur 

1850 

00 

80 

52 


1851 

00 

04 

11 


1811 

00 

00 

10 


1812 

00 

02 

60 


1813 

a) 

04 

68 


1816 

00 

01 

76 


1814 

00 

14 

05 


1608 

(X) 

02 

52 


1618 

00 

16 

20 
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i 

3 

4 

5 

1 

1 

A 

4 

s 

1592 

00 

02 

62 

Kandarpur 

1342 

a) 

01 

28 

1591 

00 

01 

96 


1341 

00 

05 

(X' 

1590 

00 

06 

30 


1334 

00 

02 

S') 

1433 

00 

01 

70 


1335 

a) 

00 

10 

1434 

00 

00 

31 


1337 

(X) 

0! 

• 17 

1905 

00 

05 

19 


1340 

00 

0! 

52 

1426 

no 

00 

17 


1338 

00 

IX) 

U) 

1432 

(X) 

01 

82 


1339 

(X) 

02 

3'> 

1431 

00 

00 

20 


925 

(X) 

16 

91 

1427 

00 

01 

93 


923 

(X) 

09 

93 

1430 

00 

02 

60 


917 

(X) 

(X) 

81 

1416 

00 

00 

72 


876 

(X) 

05 

31 

1429 

(X) 

00 

15 


879 

(X) 

04 

■>7 

1467 

00 

03 

57 


916 

(X) 

00 

61 

1452 

00 

03 

03 


912 

(X) 

(X) 

10 

1453 

(X) 

01 

14 


910 

(X) 

(X) 

!5 

1454 

(X) 

00 

14 


911 

(X) 

13 

85 

1455 

(X) 

(X) 

10 


908 

(X) 

u> 

10 

1415 

00 

04 

29 


896 

(X) 

(X) 

10 

1414 

(X) 

00 

95 


905 

(X) 

00 

55 

1376 

(X) 

(X) 

52 


897 

(X) 

05 

01 

1401 

(X) 

00 

10 


898 

(X) 

03 

02 

1375 

00 

(X) 

16 


899 

(X) 

04 

86 

1377 

(X) 

05 

06 


904 

IX) 

05 

86 

1378 

(X) 

01 

15 


1876 

(X) 

(G 

80 

1400 

(X) 

(X) 

48 


903 

(X) 

11 

8' ? 

1379 

(X) 

02 

03 


902 

(X) 

(X) 

10 

1372 

00 

00 

30 


880 

(X) 
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P 

1381 
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03 

05 
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no 

(X) 

10 

1380 

(X) 

01 

90 
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(X) 
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10 

1382 

(X) 

03 

38 


845 

(X) 

07 

(>2 

1383 

(X) 

01 

90 
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(X) 

02 

■H 

1384 
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<G 

72 


849 

(X) 

05 

/ > 

1385. 
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(G 

79 
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128 

(X) 

0! 

21 

1386 
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05 

76 


127 

(X) 

01 

(0 

1368 

(X) 

00 

94 


126 

00 

(X) 

20 
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(X) 

00 

61 


122 

(X) 

(X) 

79 

1356 
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11 

06 


1 19 
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05 
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1357 

(X) 

01 

08 


138 
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(G 
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1346 

(X) 

06 
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09 

96 

1344 

(X) 

09 

61 


118 

(X) 

(X) 

•10 

1347 

(X) 

(X) 

36 


635 

00 

03 

08 

1313 

00 

05 

39 


140 

(X) 

(X) 

51 


f 




[WTH—3(ii)] 


: 13,2010/34^22, 1932 



7727 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Nandeilo 11! 

00 

08 

62 

Bentapada 

2104 

00 

01 

7i 

112 

00 

00 

66 


2048 

.00 
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00 
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09 
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00 

.00 

70 
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09 
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00 
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00 
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00 
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00 
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00 
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Dhanurjayapur 

469 

oo 

00 

30 

2464 

00 

08 

67 


468 

00 

06 

70 

2485 

00 

02 

08 


467 

00 

02 

17 

2486 

00 

08 

30 


466 

(X) 
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(X) 

00 

18 

2157 

00 

03 

62 


277 

(X) 

04 

(X) 

2158 

00 

00 

20 


279 

(X) 
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00 
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Bhitarkarikol 

6-4.3 

(X) 

08 

20 

78 

(XJ 

00 

57 


614 

DO 

01 

78 

269 

CX) 

03 

23 


645 

(X) 
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(X) 

(X) 

76 

65 

00 

02 

45 


668 

(X) 
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00 
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830 
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01 

69 
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00 
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98 
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08 
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61 
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10 


761 

00 
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00 
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45 
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91 

184 
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17 

58 
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03 

81 

183 

00 

06 

99 


757 

00 
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19 

182 

00 

00 

81 
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00 

01 

75 

1009 

00 

02 

16 
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oo 

01 

15 

154 

00 

05 

20 
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00 

oo 

68 

107 

00 

11 

97 


663 

00 

02 

18 

108 

00 

04 

46 
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00 

02 

53 
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00 

03 
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03 

98 
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00 
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00 

05 

90 

111 
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00 
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03 

49 
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00 
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14 
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(X) 

27 

131 

00 

00 

12 


619 

00 

01 

58 

Kantol 784 

00 

13 

18 


655 

00 

CX) 

34 

785 

00 

00 

10 


618 

00 

02 

81 

1319 

00 

05 

07 


617 

00 

02 

82 

788 

00 

01 

61 


462 

(X) 
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34 
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80 
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01 
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00 
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d| 10W^. 2010 


dfjT.OT - . 2824.—dd#d TRdd7 3 R^sWrO 3|R TdfdR 


ddRRTSd (^jftr q RddFI d^ SlfqdSR dd Rdd) 3rf«TfWT, 
i %2 (1962 dd 50) (ftm ?qq up# q^ add qfqfrdq 
ddd TfzJT f) dd dRT 3 d^t Rd-dRI ( 1 ) d-T ddR Rift RPR 

dT MdtPddq dTR y!-$>Pdd> Rd qRRR dft :qfd*JdRT 
W4T dd. ill. 3350 dRPd 2 fcqwR, 2009 fJRT 7TR a^RJ^TT 33 


qdrrq vf.j-^r q PdfdP^R TSTfTF 7 Rd dd dFSTTR 

fdRf ; mgT dd *jfq q dFTdRcp-WfT-qdl 
T rfrTT3RT dddTRdd dl fcTC Tfedd qfdR d>IMTW 



PdPM^U 


jJRT d^TST TFR 9 WTR 33 3Tq^3 (^d^PTR) dd 7T# 
{ STfIlsR) dd5 Milfddq 3r9FT? dT 'll'ddd dT fcRT HI$ ( -MI$d 
fkrv5T% 7R RdO! ^p 3TfdddT dd 3RRf dTR d^ 3T9d 3TT7R 


Wddl dd dt; 


3TT3, ddd 3Tf*RfddT dft dfddT dddT ^ ddfag 13 
dddTi, 2010 dd 23^1 d>q Rf Rf sff ; 


34TT, ddd 3?P^m dd dRT 6 drt dd-dRT (1 ) ^ 

qdR qsqq -grf^T^FRt d d<!0 dd 3RRt ftdP* A ^ t; 

afrr d^l-4 ttrftr q, ddd frdH d7 fddR dRd ^ 

dddTd J% 3TptRJddT 33 23R5 3H1^1 4 fdfdf^R: ^ q 
3WT ^ 3#^PR STf^TcT ddR d4 MdTdd fdddl t; 

"aid:, 3Td d>'SO4 <H<dK, add dridPldM dft dKT 6 dfft 
dd did ( | ) £RT ddd V| fdddl dd ddR ddd d? Ml HR I 
ddrfr q fdi dq arfsRjddi 33 ms 3T^ft R fdfdf^R: qfq R 
OLRRTSd fdRH dl 3330 dd dfddTR 33f^Id tdRTT RTcTT t; 


37R, 333dR, add a#3fddR dd dTTl 6 dfl Rd-dRT 

( 4 ) dRT ddd dlfdddT dd ddTd dRd fdd?T ddt t fdT ddd 
'tjfq t( aq4|J| dfd 3Tfddd3, 233 dlNRI d^ dddTR dd ai<l<g 33 
d.-ild 333dd3 q fqfpR ^TR ^ ddl3i, q-tfr fdcrRqf q -gdd 
TddTT 2’PddH qfdR ddMRYM f^fOdR q fdfdd dtdl I 
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New Delhi, the 10th November, 2010 

S.O. 2824. —Whereas by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum 
andNatura! Gas number S.O. 3350 dated 02-12-2009 issued 
under sub section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the land in Tehsil- 
Balipatna, District- Khurda, in Orissa State, specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts from Paradip (Orissa) to Raipur (Chhattisgarh) and 
Ranchi (Jharkhand) by Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And whereas, copies of the said notification were 
made available to the public on 13th January 2010; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted his 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (]) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline, 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, Central 
Government hereby directs the right of user in the said 
land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, 
vest on date of publication of this declaration, in Indian Oil 
Corporation Limited, free from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Teh si l: Bali patna 

District: 

Khurda 

State : Orissa 
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Plot No. 
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46 
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65 
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01 

35 

1222 

00 

00 

10 

1221 

00 

00 

14 

1106 

00 

11 

12 

1105 

(X) 

07 

% 

1011 

(X) 
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50 
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61 
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(X) 

44 
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(X) 

02 

78 

1009 

00 

09 

86 

1014 

00 

09 

63 
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(X) 

14 

50 


955 

00 

07 

08 


220 

(X) 

(X) 

10 


964 

oo 

00 

10 


462 

oo 

(X) 

10 


959 

00 

00 

25 


122 

(X) 
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(X) 

02 

0 7 


935 

00 

00 

65 


201 

(X) 

(X) 

V 1 


917 

00 

05 

13 


204 

(X) 
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989 
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456 

00 
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00 

06 
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457 

00 

02 

67 

984 

00 

00 

10 
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00 
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466 

00 

01 

10 

985 

00 

03 

64 


465 

00 

00 

40 

986 

00 

01 

10 


464 

00 

00 

10 

982 

00 

00 

10 


460 

00 

00 

20 

971 

00 

01 

08 


462 

00 

00 

84 
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00 

01 

08 
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00 

01 
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00 

01 
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00 

01 
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00 

02 
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00 

00 

10 
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00 

01 
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00 
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03 
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00 

00 

10 
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00 

1 ! 
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548 

00 

00 
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00 

03 

89 


549 

00 

00 

35 

1731 

00 

00 

89 


550 

00 

03 

29 

1724 

00 

00 

81 
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00 

01 

66 

297 

00 

08 

22 


559 

00 

00 

69 






557 

00 

04 

10 
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00 

00 

71 


558 

00 

11 

00 

304 

00 

06 

57 


560 

00 

01 

12 

305 

00 

01 

87 


561 

00 

02 

75 

303 

00 

00 

77 
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00 

oe 

99 

307 

00 

06 

34 


2258 

(X) 

02 

22 

306 

00 

00 

30 


2257 

00 

02 

10 






2256 

00 

01 

94 

308 

00 

00 

50 


2267 

00 

(X) 

30 

196 

00 

00 

10 


2514 

00 

a) 

33 

310 

00 

08 

67 


2513 

00 

00 

19 

195 

00 

04 

43 


2512 

00 

08 

82 

194 

00 

15 

85 


2510 

00 

05 

39 

312 

00 

00 

31 


2509 

00 

01 

03 

19? 

00 

01 

00 


2503 

00 

00 

10 






2504 

00 

(6 

77 

3% 

00 

19 

13 


2502 

oo 

00 

23 
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00 

00 

30 











2501 

00 
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21 
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00 

02 

11 
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00 

09 

62 

397 

00 

01 

01 






398 

00 

00 

94 


2498 
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61 

399 

00 

00 

92 


2518 

00 

(X) 

59 

410 

00 

0 ! 

63 


2542 

00 

01 

27 

409 

00 

00 

47 


2543 

a) 

03 

25 


4260 01/10—7 
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B.K. DATTA, Under Secy. 
11 WR7, 2010 

RR.34T. 2825.—RT7R RRRR ^ R£T%RR afk TRpTR 
R1TOITT (’jfa 3 RRRW ^ SjfRRiTC R4 3?#T) STfafRRR, 
1962 (1962 RF 50) R^ RTR 2 ^ W^S (R) R FJRFT R 
RKO TURK R> 4<£)fcldM 3?tT Hl<J>fdR 'XiR R>t 3TfR^p5FTT 

WTTRT.RT. 925 RKtTR 7-4-2010 £TR RfRRTR TPRsTIRT 
Rfdftdd RR RlfRFR fReTT , 3TTRTR RH RTRTR TRR R 

RRI TTtrg: qHlTK fcifR^S £TR RI^RrlTfR fRFR 
R> felR 4=ki 37fRfRRR R> 3R$R R£TR RTfRRnft R ^FRTl RT 
MleH '*><•} Rj' fciR fd^U-W fRRT RT I 

3fk FTR Rt arfRRTR TTWalRl RT TRFTTfRRT ttrt f, 
3fR sftRRt RRT1 RrTT RRJeft 3Tf?rf?RT FT RfRFTT RTf "3RR R^ 
R7 fTJRR fRRT RRT t I 

3RT: 3TR, RRR TRRTT FRd STfafRRR R?1 RTR 2 R Tsfe 
(R) ^ 3T^RRJ| R 3Tt? RRR RTRR Rp RF%RR 3Tft RFffaR 
% H4M4 RTt 3Tf^RJRRT TRsRT R7T.3TT. 925 cTRRR 7 4 20 10 
Rp ^TfRRRR RTR p;, Rp^ Rt RRt 3RpjRt R RFR ( 1 ) R 
Rf^TR o?rfRR Rt FRT RR7? RFH<fd RRT inr^ R1#RR Mr^ 
SRT RTfReTT^R R faH'frffed 3Rf3fTt R RRR 

(2) R X#TR 83R R RRR 3TfRfRRR R 3T#4 RRR RTfaRKt R 

_< =hcRl RTf RRRT Rp Prill fd^Rd RRcft1? 1 

_ «T i?> 

°Rfdd R4 RTR Rt7 Mdl 3TfRRlf<dl R1 SpR 


(I)_ 

RtRrft RTRRT <nl cTFJcft 
RfdfTRd FR RiTfRFK, 
f^Url! fe^ J l u l, 37TRTR 


( 2 ) 


3TIRTR R3R fRFn fe^FT, TR^Tl 
RT^RRfT^R, RRTHR •.RRRfT f5R 




Old R 'HirTh^m 

iri (feprn ) 


|RR R. X^f- 14014/24/10 F. T R ] 

7% Rt. RRT7, -RRT RtRR 


“if f 
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New Delhi, the 11th November, 2010 

S.O.2825.—Whereas, in pursuance of clause (a) of 
Section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Government of India vide Notification of 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O. 925, dated 7-04-2010 appointed 
Shri Amitabh Rajkhowa ACS (Additional Deputy 
Commissioner) Dibrugarh to perform the functions of the 
Competent Authority under the said Act for laying of the 
pipeline By M/s Brahmaputra Cracker and Polymer Limited 
(BCPL) in Distt. Dibrugarh of Assam State. 

And, whereas, Shri Amitabh Rajkhowa has been 
transferred and Smt. Bandana Dutta Tamuli, ACS 
(Additional Deputy Commissioner) Dibrugarh has been 
posted as his incumbent; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (a) of Section 
(2) of the said Act and in supersession of the notification 
of the Government of India, Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas vide S.O. 925, dated 7-04-2010, the Government 
of India hereby authorizes the person mentioned in column 

(1) of the Schedule given below to perform the functions of 
the Competent Authority under the said Act for laying 
pipelines by the said M/s. Brahmaputra Cracker and 
Polymer Limited (BCPL) in the area mentioned in column 

(2) of the said Schedule. 

SCHEDULE 

Name and Address Area of jurisdiction 

of the person __ 

State of Assam areas 
falling in Dibrugarh 
District for laying of 
Naphtha Pipeline from 
Naphtha unloading 
station at Tinsukia 
Gaon, Dibrugarh to 
Petrochemical Complex 
Lapetkata 

[F.No. L-14014/24/10-GP.] 
SNEH P. MADAN, Under Secy. 
11 RTOTT, 2010 

W.3JT. 2826.—TOT 7U«M< ^ 3^ 73pR 

TOT cTT^T (Tjfa 3 Wltl ^ 37flTO «RT 3T5fa) 

1962 (1962 50) TO 2 ^ W ^ 3 

TOT 7T7TO 9^ Pd 4 1 % Wl 3lfq 

7JTO 77. ^JT.3n. 863, clKter 30-03-2010 fJTCT 
tMTsrtar, zMm 37 mm ^ srmm 

ttus; Mldli/ P^Ph^s to 

^ srpqfwt <£ apfrr Tram ^ 

^7 TOR ^ f^Ttr Ph^M fTOT W 1 


3^, 3TfTOl TRSTO WIBRP1 ?T TO t 

aft* tott to ttpj# to^f ^ 

17 P*i<j4d P*"4I T RT T?; 

3KT;, m, TOT 77TTO BlrT STfafTOT TO 2 TT 73^ 
(^ft) ^ arjFnTfi i 37TT tot tofhr it TprfdqM btr Misfire; 
ifa qV r d ' q ^ 3TPl7£3RT 77. H. an. 863 cnTP!3 30-03 2010 
arfUTO TO Rh? Rt mft =F TTTO ( 1 ) R 

cffSm oqf^RT oFT R3R ^777$ TOTpT TOT TR5 Mld'lMT Pdfais 
TO f^5Pf ^ fdi; P-iMpriPoO 

(2) 37#tct ■q'TO arPvfro ir amfa Tram nfrom ^ 

ifTO Rtf TOR TO7 ^ Pd^<W TOTl t I 




ITT TOT 3TT7 "TO 

3Tftl4>lRdT TO m 

(0 

(2) 

STtoft TOT TO TOJ# 

1 -37mm tM! fjRTT h^Vi 

37fafom TO ^fTO7, 

fR 177 ^fTOTRTR 77 rise- 

fror fs^itf, ( 37 mm) 

TOT 3TT7 effa 177 cTOTOT 
m ^PrPIMH TO7RTTT 

2“37T77m 773^7 P^lcll 

7T1-2+ 5rf%cT ini TO TO 
Hi5Hciis"4 n^cil 7) <d4e«tii<ii 

(73^) TO7 cTO 


[in. 77. T&- 14014/16/10-lft. it. | 


7% it. tot, ari7 7?fii 
New Delhi, the 11 th November, 2010 

S.O. 2826.—Whereas, in pursuance of clause (a) of 
Section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), the Government of India vide Notification of 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O. 863, dated 30-03-2010 appointed 
Shri Amitabh Rajkhowa, ACS (Additional Deputy 
Commissioner) Dibrugarh to perform the functions of the 
Competent Authority under the said Act for laying ol the 
pipeline By M/s Brahmaputra Cracker and Polymer Limited 
(BCPL) in Distt. Dibrugarh of Assam State. 

And, whereas, Shri Amitabh Rajkhowa has been 
transferred and Smt.Bandana Dutta Tamuli, ACS (Additional 
Deputy Commissioner) Dibrugarh has been posted as his 
incumbent; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (a) of Section 
(2) of the said Act and in supersession of the notification 
of the Government of India, Ministry of Petroleum & Natural 
Gas vide S.O. 863 dated 30-03-2010, the Government of 
India hereby authorizes the person mentioned in column 


Smt. Bandana Dutta Tamuli, 
ACS (Additional Deputy 
Commissioner) Dibrugarh 
(Assam) 
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(1) of the Schedule given below to perform the functions of 
the Competent Authority under the said Act for laying 
pipelines by the said M/s. Brahmaputra Cracker and 
Polymer Limited (BCPL) in the area mentioned in column 

(2) of the said Schedule. 

SCHEDULE 

Name and Address Area of jurisdiction 

of the person 

1 -State of Assam areas 
falling in Dibrugarh 
District for laying of 
Rich Gas (Duliajan- 
Lapekata) and Lean Gas 
(Lapetkata-Duliajan) 
pipelines. 

2-State of Assam areas 
falling in Dibrugarh 
District for laying of 
C2+ Liquid High Vapor 
Pressure Pipeline from 
Lakwa to Lapetkata 

[F.No. L-14014/16/10-GP.] 
SNEH P. MADAN, Under Secy. 

11 EEFET, 2010 

EE.3F. 2827.—'7TTEET, sffT 3EfEE 

HI$M<rll$H (^fiT E 3W1 is SffEEET EE 3T^E) STfafEEE, 
1962 Eft m\ 2 is (et) i i, eH is M 

31^x0 i TEE 1 dfcrlfelcl c^fEE Eft, ^EE <£ 

TEE 2 3 Eft cTrWpff Efafe E sfrdfe'cl m i TTEE i EEE 
EfafEEE is 3T#T Tm ETfEEETl iS ^SrH EE fE^FE EEEf is 


3# 


3JTf^TEEft EE EFT 3TlT EET 

3TfrTEEftET EE $E 

(1) 

(2) 

?rt fW^iisr etIte^, 

r\ \ 

Eildid EE-EvEEET, 
EEflfEF^T, 

TfeEE 37TETT EEFf^TE 

E E^FT ETfEEEft, 
ETTKIe TFTE[T TTE^ ETfEETFE 
EfTEUlET, FTET EE'W^EE, 
T^TIHIdl EH, 

^TFETcTt, 768004 

i 

EFlTTT T1EE 

EF 3Tf^TTJEET "Elfl ^E cllftO E TEF^ FFft 1 

[E. 3TR-25011/12/2010-OR-I] 

Et. is. FET, 3TET TTfEE 


Smt. Bandana DuttaTamuli, 
ACS (Additional Deputy 
Commissioner) Dibrugarh 
(Assam) 


New Delhi, the I Ith November, 2010 

S.O. 2827. —In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government hereby authorises the person mentioned in 
column (1) of the Schedule given below to perform the 
functions of the Competent Authority under the said Act, 
in respect of the area mentioned in column (2) of the said 
Schedule:— 

SCHEDULE 


Name anB address of Area of jurisdiction 

the Authority 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

Shri Biswanath Barik State of Orissa 

Addl. Sub-Collector, 

Jagatsinghpur 
Competent Authority in 
the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited, Hota Complex, 

Ainthapali Chowk, 

Ainthapali, Sambalpur-768004 
Orissa 


This notification is applicable from the date of issue. 

[No. R-25011 12/201 ()-()R-i | 
B. K. DATTA. Under Secy. 
11 EWE 2010 


EE.3F. 2828.— OsS'M 'flWH, EdlfEET 3TR 

(Fjlfr 4 WI is 3#M FE ) -±TfafEEE 
1962 (1962 EE 50) (fETT FTF7 FTTE7 E?ETF TEE 3TfafWT 
W EET t) ET( ERT 3 Eft EE-EFT ( I ) i 3TETE ETTT Eft EEf 
ERE TTTEET iS 3TtT yiffrlE) ETT EWE Eft 

etTetjeet ee, 3 tt. 91 6 , erP® 29 w $, 2010, m afoddis 
TEE E wi dEffUIE EftyP/VH Idfodd, EETfE fET fOT-Kt 
"ft zfSFTeT, ft'MdU E3F MdlPd40 TETUT °F EfTEFE is 


fdtT ^fFEE 3TP4cT <+iIhT^M fEfETF FRT frT.lE.lE. IRE. HISMdlS-t 
fETJFl i EEUR i fdTT TEE 3Tf«R£EET R TRRE 3FpjET E 

fEfEf^r i etepi is srfrmr ee wi is ere we 


Eft i\m\ Eft *fti 


3^T TEE STpETfEET Eft EfEET "FEET EE ERTTsI 
28-05-2010 Eft EEET°E ERT Ft E? «ff I 

3pR "FEE SrfEptEH Eft ETTT 6 Eft TF ETTI ( i ) ET 
TrjTRFT "ft Tm FTfEEftft E ^lE TTTEE7 EE W fmi ft 
Ft1 I 

ET-<lq FUE.K EE TEE fETT FT frTETT ERF ET 
EEETc( E? EETEH E7 EET t % ^TT FrfETJEET E WE 
E fEfEt^ E wrm ^ srftor EE EEE fEEl 

_ .. .... . .re.. , 

EHT ETiFE, I 
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3TTT: 3T3, 3^4 7TT37R, '34?! 3#4f-iqH ^ *4RI 6 ^ 

TF-mrr (i) "srt 3t^t ^ftt 5ftft ^ 

^TTcft ^ 1% ?TT 3TT4^d'Fl ^ 7TFF3 3FJT£^ 3 faPlf^i 34RT 
’jfrj Tf U&A ^ fFFT 3 m4hi 4tt 3Tfwr arf^TcT 

f^FTl ^TTcTT It l 

3TK f^FT TTFTTR, 343 STfafWT 4TO 6 ^ 

34-tTTCT (4) "SRT 5T33 Vlfdd'41 ^T 3FTFT 3F3 ^ W Pl^l 
tclt t % 343 ^ 344^ 43 3Tfa43T ^7T 3rf*RJ44l 35 

ijc ft i yH 3Kt74 V 4F#9 777437 3 Fff 47f 4414 TT’Tt 
r^crl'J I HT ^ TJ43 ^ 457 ffe43 3TFTFT 449 K¥H Pc-ifnis 4 

r*i n? n 6~i 1 111 
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New Delhi, the 11 th November. 2010 

S.O. 2828,—Whereas, by the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natu¬ 
ral Gas number S.O. No. 916 dated: 29-03-2010 issued un¬ 
der sub-Section (I) of Sect ion 3 of the Petroleum and Min¬ 
erals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 
1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act ) 
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the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule ap¬ 
pended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipe¬ 
line for the transportation of petroleum product from Re¬ 
finery of Chennai Petroleum Corporation Limited, Manali 
in the State of Tamilnadu to Devanguthi Terminal, Banga¬ 
lore, a pipeline should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited, for implementing the Chennai-Bangalore Pipeline 
Project. 

And wherea, copies of the said notification s were 
made available to the public from 28-05-2010. 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursu¬ 
ance of sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has 
submitted his report to the Central Government. 

And whereas, the Central Government, after consid¬ 
ering the said report is satisfied that the Right of User in 
the Land specified in the Schedule appended to this notifi¬ 
cation should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the Schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
said Land shall instead of vesting in the Central Govern¬ 
ment, vest from the date of publication of this declaration, 
in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluk ; Uthukottai 

District: 

Tiruvallur State; Tamil 
Nadu 

Name of the 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Sub 

Divi¬ 

sion 

No. 

Hect¬ 

are 

Are Square 
meter 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

94. Annadhanakaka- 

207 

3A 

0 

04 

61 

vakkam 

278 

3C 

0 

01 

00 

95. Madavilagam 

269 

3 

0 

01 

00 


269 

2 

0 

01 

00 

76. Perumudivakkani 

54 

2 

0 

01 

00 

74. Athangikavanur 

85 

2B2 

0 

01 

00 


240 


0 

03 

17 


238 

2 

0 

01 

32 


238 

1 

0 

02 

60 


221 

1 

0 

00 

74 


48 

.... 

0 

00 

55 


47 

- 

0 

00 

80 


1 2 3 


73. Punnapakkam 

6 

2A 

0 

01 

70 


6 

1 

0 

03 

50 


3 

- 

0 

01 

06 

71.Mamballam 

2 

2 

0 

01 

00 

70. Kadharvedu 

108 

- 

0 

05 

(A 

24. Meyyur 

208 

- 

0 

05 

68 


657 

1G 

0 

00 

60 


657 

IF 

0 

01 

94 

20. Korakkanthandalam 

15 

- 

0 

05 

23 

21. Devandavakkam 

137 

6 

0 

04 

(A 


142 

1 

0 

05 

01 


251 


0 

22 

68 


140 

- 

0 

07 

00 


226 

2 

0 

24 

84 


226 

1 

0 

10 

80 


225 

2 

0 

09 

72 


225 

IA 

0 

09 

36 


224 

5 

0 

08 

(A 


224 

4A 

0 

08 

57 


224 

I 

0 

08 

28 


235 

2 

0 

(X) 

80 


234 

1 

0 

17 

68 


250 

1 

0 

02 

63 

I9.0dappai 

•> 

113 

0 

06 

80 



213 

0 

03 

24 


3 

3A 

0 

00 

59 


-i 

j 

5 A 

0 

01 

80 


j 

513 

0 

(X) 

10 


3 

413 

0 

01 

58 


8 

3 

0 

01 

55 


8 

4 

0 

01 

43 


8 

5 

0 

(X) 

81 

16. Attrambakkam 

230 

1AI 

0 

(X) 

72 

13.Nambakkam 

84 

2 

0 

(X) 

■10 


136 

11 

0 

(X) 

98 


142 

11 

0 

(X) 

10 


135 

10A 

0 

(X) 

•10 

12. Nayapakkam 

17 

1 

0 

02 

41 


17 

2 

0 

02 

15 


14 

IA 

0 

(X) 

88 


44 

3 

0 

01 

(X) 


189 

3 

0 

02 

(X) 
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Taluk : Tiruvallur District: Tiruvaliur State : Tamil 

Nadu 


Name of the 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Sub 

Divi¬ 

sion 

No. 

Hect¬ 

are 

Are Square 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

31. Vengal 

425 

7 

0 

09 

45 


425 

8 

0 

00 

77 


425 

15 

0 

01 

34 


425 

2 

0 

01 

45 


425 

1 

0 

02 

24 


426 

10 

0 

00 

40 


428 

7A 

0 

00 

40 


237 

1 

0 

03 

00 


216 

2K 

0 

03 

40 


216 

2J 

0 

00 

80 

30. Sembedu 

62 

9 

0 

00 

80 


62 

8A 

0 

01 

14 


62 

6 

0 

01 

98 


63 

9 

0 

00 

59 


63 

10 

0 

00 

80 


63 

12 

0 

00 

69 


63 

8 

0 

(X) 

53 


64 

10 

0 

00 

40 


78 

6 

0 

00 

40 


78 

7 

0 

00 

40 


83 

2 

0 

02 

80 

21. Erraiyur 

4 

2A 

0 

12 

20 


20 

X 

0 

02 

00 


20 

IB 

0 

01 

11 

7. Sendrayanpalayam 

i 457 

4 

0 

00 

40 

Taluk: Tiruttani 

District: 

Tiruvallur State: Tamil 
Nadu 

Name of the 

Village 

Survey 

No. 

Sub 

Divi¬ 

sion 

No. 

Hect¬ 

are 

Are Square 

1 

2 

J 

4 

5 

6 

43. Kanchipadi 

38 

h 

0 

10 

24 

41. Panapakkam 

39 

4 

0 

02 

60 


39 

3 

0 

03 

17 


39 

6 

0 

00 

70 

40. Nedumbaram 

44 

5 

0 

01 

10 


1 

i 

3 

4 

S 

o 

35. Arumbakkam 

207 

10 

0 

00 

40 

33. Arungulam 

250 


0 

01 

O) 


244 

2 

0 

10 

20 


244 

4 

0 

07 

(X) 

25. Thalavedu 

256 

I3B 

0 

00 

48 


256 

14 

0 

01 

36 


256 

17 

0 

01 

OH 


256 

18 

0 

02 

10 


256 

I9B 

0 

02 

22 


257 

15 

0 

00 

•10 


257 

16 

0 

(I) 

10 


159 

3C 

0 

02 

48 

26.Ponpadi 

161 

9 

0 

02 

50 

14. Alamelumanga- 

274 

5 

0 

01 

Si 

puram 

184 

2A 

0 

li 

70 


184 

2B 

0 

08 

80 


270 

2C 

0 

01 

25 


270 

213 

0 

(X) 

80 


270 

1A 

0 

17 

on 


270 

2A 

0 

14 

"S 

15. Murukampattu 

9 

7 

0 

(X) 

10 


9 

8 

0 

01 

i' 

12. Krishnasamudram 201 

10 

0 

Ol 

25 


201 

8 

0 

01 

11 


10 

4 

0 

01 

58 


11 

8C 

0 

02 

88 


II 

SB 

0 

05 

HJ 


12 

1 

0 

(X) 

50 

Taluk: Pallipatlu 

District 

. Tiruvallur 

State: Tamil 






Nadu 

Name of the 

Survey 

Sub Heel- 

Are Square 

Village 

No. ’ 

Divi- are 






sion 






No. 




19. Ramasamudram 

12 

3A2 

0 

01 

50 


12 

3 A3 

0 

07 

00 


12 

3A-29 

0 

01 

(X) 


12 

3 A3 4 

0 

08 

7n 


12 

3 A3 5 

0 

03 

67 


12 

3 A3 6 

0 

01 

•10 

20. Krishnamaraja- 

209 

I2C 

0 

01 

50 

kuppam 

210 

1 A 

0 

00 

90 


F 

No. R-25011' 

11'2007-0 R 

-H 



B. K. DATTA. 

l Inder Secv 


* 



7745 


[RFT \\—W^ 3(ii)] 


^TPCrr RH' 7TRRR : RRtRT 13, 2010/^lfcta 22, 1 9 


12 W3R, 2010 

cFiT.OT. 2829.—Ri-sftR RTRTR R 3TR (stf-M 

(i^R 4 7W! ^ 37fTOT RR 3RSfa) 3*fafWT, 


!%2 (1962 R7T 50) STf^fWT 

RRT t) R7t RTR 3 R*t RR-RTR ( 1) ^ Rfft RR RRt 
RRrl R{R>K ^ 9 21f<riRR 3fft RT=FlRR7 h'^ici^ R?t 

arfr gfjRR l R4.3R. 1825 dRl'tsf 19 RT^, 2010, Rt RTRT R^ 
Trsfqrar rk) 73 24 ^nf, 2010 3 w+iftra R$ Rf *ft, SIR 

3Tfy^^H| ^ ‘RrFT 3 h-^R) fqPlR^ ^fR ~A R^<?1 7FR 
t)‘ sftRT RRTIRR TPRRRR 3 R^feT RRi ^tfcTRR 3rSI3l 
<£ RlWR ^ f^TTT RfR-R^T W7RTTSR RMRRT ^ RTW3 3 
RRR Q^irH44 R>KMKVH f^rfR^S £TR RR7 fatsH 

7 $ -yRpSR C* tRTR 3R#n ^ srfVRTR RR 3R5fa R( RR^ 3R7TR 
Rft RtRRT Rvt *ft I 

sffc 7RRR RTt yfrtOT ■RRRI RTt dlO^ 25 t7RRR7, 
2010 R7t 4 MRRS4 ^RT Rt Rf *7f ; 

sfft R^TR RTfRRjRt R RRR 33 MRRR rR RRf 6 R^ 
RR-RRT (1 ) ^ RRft RTR7TC R^t 3RRf) fRRR ^ RIR ; 

RR RRRfa R7R47 R 3RR fRR^ RT fRRTT RRH ^ 
RVRTR, 3?R RfT RRTRff R) RTlR R7 '3RR RjR WRR?R 
fR35lR RT IRlR RRfSRT t, RRR' 3#T Rf 3TrRR5R RR RFifa 
=b34 RTT TRfRtTRR tRTRT i? ; 

-3T7T; RR, R^R RTR7R, RRR 3RRRTRR rR RTR 6 RR 
RR-RRT ( 1 ) SRI RRR VlfaflR? RR RRRt RRTt R? RfaRT 
RRRt f fa fR STTrTJRRT ^ RRRR ^7^ P^Pd^^ ^ R 
MI$Mdl ^R f^lR ^ IROT RRRRT RTf 34fRRTR 3rf% I^RT RTRT 

t I 

Rk RRR7R, ^RcT 3#4lRRR rR rrt 6 rR RR- 

RRT (4) ?RI KtT VlPWRp RH 3 rRr RRfT RF P4^1 t 

% rrr »||r r 4m40i rr srfRRnr ^r rtrrt ^ rrr^h r^ 

cJRplR RT! 7RRTR R fR%cT R^ RRTR, RRt fRiRRTRl 
R ^T, RRR '^ifRRTR RTTR^TTR PcifR2^ ^ PlP?R ^RII I 


3# 


WRfa : 75R^T 

RSR : RRR4TR 

R7.R. RTR RiT RTR R^ RRT 

R 

1 2 3 

4 

1. Rfcfc 120 

0.2000 

125 

0.0700 

2. «ftd<^ST 281 

0.3600 


[RR. R. 3TR.-3 1015/10/2008-3R37R-1I ] 


R. ffRRTRl, 33RT RpRR 


New Delhi, the 12th November. 2010 

S.O. 2829.— Whereas by notillcation of the 
Government ol India in the Ministry' ot Petroleum and Natu¬ 
ral Gas number S.O. No. 1825. dated the 19th hily 2010. 
issued under sub-section (I) of Section 3 ol the Peti oleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition ol Right ot l ser in 
Land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962). (hereinafter referred to as the 
said Act) published in the Gazette of India dated the 24th 
July, 2010, the Central Government declared its intention to 
acquire the right of user in the land, specified in the Sched¬ 
ule appended to that notification for the purpose of ia> mg 
a pipeline for transportation ol petroleum products through 
Bina-Kota Pipeline Project from Bina terminal in the State 
of Madhya Pradesh to Kota in the State of Rajasthan by 
Bharat Petroleum Corporation 1 united : 

And whereas, the copies ol the said Gazette notifica¬ 
tion were made available to the public on the 25th Sept.. 
2010 . 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has. mulct 
sub-section (I) ol Section 6 ot the said Act. submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after consid¬ 
ering the said report and on being satisfied that the said 
land is required for laying the paipclinc. has decided to 
acquire the right of user therein : 

Now. therefore, in exercise ol the powers confetted 
by sub-section (1) of Section 6 ot the said Act. the Cennui 
Government hereby declares that the right ol usci in the 
said land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
notification, is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 

And further, in exercise of the pow ers conferred h\ 
sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act. the ( entrai 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
said Land for las ing the pipeline shall, instead ot vesting in 
the Central Government, vest on the date ol the publica¬ 
tion of this declaration, in Bharat Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, free from all encumbrances, shall instead ol v est¬ 
ing in the Central Government, vest from the date of publi¬ 
cation of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited free from all encumbrances. 

SCHKDLLK 


Tehsil 

; Chhabra District 

: Baran 

State : Rajasthan 

S. No. 

Name ofVillage 

Survery No. 

Area in Hectare 

1 

i 

3 

4 

1. 

Dilod 

120 

0.2000 



125 

0.0700 

2. 

Bilkheda 

281 

0.3600 


[{-.No. R-31015 10 2008-OR-lll 
A. GOSWAML Under Secs. 


4260 GI/10—6 
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M ferft, 12 2010 

oFT. 3TT. 2830.— tTITcT W4»K ^ ^ 3PPTCTT #1T 1far, S-S^M 

PcHfa £5 ^ 3TTCJ ^ ^ cfF TT ^ThVIH i<fHHd 3^ %1 ^ fafR 3 TTF^rRrTTOT RT 

STffcT^^7 ^'qf^TRfr^T, s^i^i RiFnis £RT 

fassii all'll 

s|r mm Tm>F TT 3«Fr MISMHI3H fac5TT -<fe 94MH T> fatr TS SITTFIT) 9^1 RT t fo. PT '‘jfa T, 

W PFT M l sMH l ^H fam T>T TO % # PT sRP|tHT 4 3W T Tfrfa 8, 2WT ^ 

3rfaTiP *i htt tor iTiq ; 


3ms, 3m. '1F1 TTP. rerfrFR TF *ata MISM-HISH (‘‘jfa *T 3WT <S TT 3TTr) 3Tf#m 19 6 2 

(1962 th 50) sift 3 c& pfjft (1) sft im ^ifafaT tt w tft §q. pr 3WT #; vfcmj tt 

3TR TFT cfi 3FR 3TTFF ^T TFTO TFTT 8 \ 

^[i mfTT, TF 3TT 3^f^T T tMt '*jfr T ?, 3F FFTT F faW 3TT PfafPFT TFI r 4FT 3 ^T 3WT 
(1 ) T> 3FJH jfPT *li 3TRFJTFT ^T #FTT ¥OT PFTT TT PM^I TFT T FTTT K, ?T^PT feF T? 

<tjfiT % TTT TT^'-HIdT IT'SId jTH T> RlF, 3 91 TFT T) 3TftlW T) 3TTT % j m v T T ^TT TT 13>-TF TT, mTT 
RM l WPF T ?FFFFTTT faffe, 5T2PT TfR, TT^T 3FF, - 7510 23, 

snft^Ti r rm tt fafam r *t msrr mr wit i 


*T?r/ T^Fm/ rll^Ti SF r oH'^ 

taT STFFT 

TFT C 3Tlft:n 




'3TTT.3Tt.T «^cT TF% 

7 TTT T>T HR 

H1 l^Pr^R # 

m 






w 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) tto^j 

411 

00 

01 

54 

410 

00 

13 

33 

407 

00 

05 

78 

409 

00 

01 

64 

408 

00 

21 

08 

404 

00 

06 

02 

401 

00 

12 

84 

400 

00 

11 

40 

398 

00 

01 

82 

397 

00 

03 

74 

396 

00 

00 

69 

395 

00 

01 

95 

387 

00 

01 

14 

370 

00 

37 

87 

366 

00 

00 

14 

369 

00 

08 

39 

368 

00 

14 

95 

161 

00 

20 

00 

160 

00 

09 

89 

159 

00 

01 

54 

158 

00 

04 

54 
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1 

.1 _ 2 _ 

ni 

JOBS! 

5 1 

—pa — 

1) 

- TST> 

586 

00 

00 

uu 

05 

88 

59 


585 

00 

00 

10 


590 

00 

00 

77 


136 

00 

03 

85 


588 

00 

02 

31 


157 

00 

01 

85 


584 

00 

0 2 

35 


587 

00 

02 

93 


135 

00 

02 

59 


137 

00 

08 

16 


134 

00 

01 

81 


133 

00 

10 

64 


118 

00 

09 

44 


117 

00 

88 

82 


82 

00 

14 

58 


168 

00 

05 

27 


169 

00 

03 

72 


81 

00 

18 

04 


79 

00 

05 

35 


80 

00 

02 

88 


172 

00 

09 

33 


58 

00 

03 

29 


57 

00 

01 

90 


56 

00 

02 

59 


173 

00 

00 

36 


174 

00 

00 

25 


175 

00 

00 

22 


55/550 

00 

Cl 

73 


176 

00 

17 

73 


183 

00 

20 

76 


184 

00 

07 

90 


185 

00 

02 

15 


653 

00 

01 

93 


658 

00 

10 

25 


186 

00 

46 

80 


659 

00 

34 

52 


187 

00 

30 

37 


497 

00 

01 

39 


498 

00 

01 

05 


499 

00 

03 

24 


1 60 fat *r 82 1 68 ^ fra 

00 

04 

63 

2 ) 

931 

00 

01 

67 


932 

00 

00 

91 


934 

00 

12 

95 


965 

00 

00 

10 


964 

00 

06 

24 


963 

00 

01 

57 


957 

00 

04 

43 
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1 2 

1 3 

4 

5 

2; (ftitT?) 954 

00 

01 

65 

959 

00 

00 

21 

958 

00 

01 

69 

956 

00 

04 

23 

955 

00 

02 

24 

940 

00 

01 

76 

944 

00 

01 

13 

947 

00 

01 

97 

948 

00 

01 

70 

94 6 

00 

01 

25 

945 

00 

00 

68 

980 

00 

00 

11 

981 

00 

06 

94 

982 

00 

08 

50 

987 

00 

06 

36 

1024 

00 

06 

63 

1029 

00 

00 

83 

1026 

00 

00 

98 

1025 

00 

04 

45 

1016 

00 

09 

63 

1035 

00 

14 

39 

1038 

00 

04 

98 

1039 

00 

00 

3 2 

1042 

00 

17 

11 

1458 

00 

00 

10 

1456 

00 

11 

16 

1457 

00 

11 

74 

1110 

00 

05 

82 

1111 

00 

06 

59 

1112 

00 

01 

61 

1128 

00 

02 

65 

1127 

00 

04 

12 

1113 

00 

02 

21 

1124 

00 

00 

38 

11 23 

00 

00 

10 

1125 

00 

03 

13 

1126 

00 

02 

28 

1130 

00 

04 

31 

1121 

00 

04 

38 

1120 

00 

01 

82 

1131 

00 

06 

26 

1133 

00 

01 

32 

1132 

00 

03 

78 

33 6 

00 

00 

36 

331 

00 

06 

89 

1134 

0 0 

00 

10 

33 2 

00 

00 

57 

330 

00 

07 

86 

329 

00 

02 

50 


‘I'll f 
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[ < m]]—W^3(n)J 'TO TFTO : 13. 2010nFTt^ 22, 1932 


__ __k_ 

1 

1 2 

1 3 

nr 4 

T~s i 

2 ) 

328 

00 

03 

28 


327 

00 

02 

24 


326 

00 

02 

58 


321 

00 

00 

10 


320 

00 

04 

54 


319 

00 

03 

89 


318 

00 

06 

10 


1249 

00 

03 

96 


1042/1459 

00 

01 

93 

3 ) 3PP3* 

3139 

00 

00 

25 

3138 

00 

07 

27 


3107 

00 

07 

48 


3137 

00 

01 

84 


3136 

00 

05 

78 


3412 

00 

01 

83 


3135 

00 

15 

45 


3117 

00 

06 

80 


3118 

00 

09 

47 


3134 

00 

02 

79 


3130 

00 

16 

26 


3121 

00 

00 

56 


3128 

00 

09 

59 


3122 

00 

06 

39 


3126 

00 

02 

82 


3125 

00 

06 

05 


3124 

00 

07 

47 


3050 

00 

00 

20 


3049 

00 

03 

91 


3047 

00 

00 

10 


3046 

00 

02 

52 


3171 

00 

00 

19 


3172 

00 

03 

01 


3045 

00 

03 

78 


2692 

00 

01 

65 


3173 

00 

02 

32 


3044 

00 

01 

76 


3043 

00 

01 

85 


2693 

00 

11 

38 


2694 

00 

01 

55 


2 695 

00 

05 

84 


2 696 

00 

02 

89 


2 698 

00 

00 

55 


2 697 

00 

03 

30 


2703 

00 

06 

31 
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I 

2 

3 

4 

_ 

3) (faw) 

3930 

00 

01 

44 

2711 

00 

11 

02 

2716 

00 

13 

37 

2717 

00 

28 

36 

2719 

00 

02 

26 

2718 

00 

31 

57 

3030 

00 

02 

86 

3379 

00 
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4% 3TCT Wi, 3^2 Ffrm 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 


S. O. 2830. — Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public 
interest that for transportation of natural gas from onshore terminal at East coast of Andhra Pradesh 
of M/s. Reliance Industries Limited to consumers in various parts of the country, Kakinada- 
Basudebpur-Howrah pipeline should be laid by M/s. Relogistics infrastructure Limited; 

And whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (!) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962 
(50 of 1962). Government of India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right ot 
User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one 
days from the date on which the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette oI 
India under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general 
public, object in writing to the acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the 
pipeline unci, the ! nd to Shri Braja Kishore Panda, Competent Authority, Relogistics 
Infrastructure LimiL-J, 1st Floor, Fortune Tower, Chandrasekharpur, Bhubaneswar - 
751023,Orissa State. 
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Schedule 


Mandal/Tehsil/Taluk:Berhampur 

District:Ganjam 

State:Orissa 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division 

Area to be acquired for 
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97/33TI? 

00 

05 

62 


87/2 

00 

00 

98 


87/1 

00 

11 

59 
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2 

87/6 

87/5tr 

87/5* 

87/7u 
9 6/4* 

88/lu 

88 / 1 * 

89/4 

89/5 

89/6 

89/3 

89/7 

89/2* 

83/1 

90 

83/18 

91/13n 

91/13* 

91/13* 

91/9 

91/14 

91/13* 

91/12tt 

91/12* 

91/12* 

91/11 
82/2 
82/1 
8 2/3 

_ 8 2/4 __ 

198/2* 

199 

197 

198/2 

211 

212 

213 

214 
215/3 

215/2 _ 
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3 

4 

5 

00 

00 

13 

00 

03 

56 

00 

03 

93 

00 

03 

33 

00 

03 

80 

00 

00 

96 

00 

00 

10 

00 

04 

72 

00 

01 

00 

00 

00 

40 

00 

11 

44 

00 

03 

10 

00 

00 

79 

00 

00 

19 

00 

04 

00 

00 

12 

22 

00 

01 

96 

00 

13 

64 

00 

03 

94 

00 

03 

38 

00 

00 

74 

00 

08 

10 

00 

00 

73 

00 

02 

11 

00 

08 

42 

00 

01 

08 

00 

09 

00 

00 

00 

19 

00 

10 

99 

00 

05 

31 

00 

09 

52 

00 

48 

47 

00 

04 

74 

00 

07 

54 

00 

14 

76 

00 

66 

91 

00 

31 

89 

00 

02 

83 

00 

44 

45 

00 

01 

94 
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1 

l 2 

3 

4 

5 

3 ) (p\i<\{) 

222I2tt 

00 

02 

33 


222/1# 

00 

02 

81 


222/1t 

00 

24 

29 


2 21/3 

00 

00 

57 


2 24/1 

00 

38 

83 


2 24/2 

00 

01 

43 


2 25/It 

00 

19 

96 


2 25/1# 

00 

21 

28 


2 25/2 

00 

01 

19 


2 25/4 

00 

14 

66 


227 

00 

11 

70 


2 2 9/4tj1 

00 

13 

32 


2 2 9/8 

00 

13 

87 


2 2 9/7 

00 

22 

45 


229/6 

00 

01 

14 


2 2 9/5 

00 

00 

80 


_ 


_ 

i 

BlElflHiSUyiiHHHHHHHi 


.3 


0 

41 

01 

17 

20 


t . 41 

00 

04 

58 


T. 41 ij TTF 

00 

02 

19 


46/5 

00 

18 

75 


45/It 

00 

00 

50 


45/3t/ 1 

00 

01 

90 


45/4t 

00 

04 

33 


45/5t 

00 

04 

2 9 


45/2 

00 

10 

97 


44/1 

00 

09 

52 


45/5# 

00 

00 

53 


44/3t 

00 

01 

23 


44/4 

00 

00 

77 


44/5TT 

00 

00 

58 


44/2 

00 

06 

46 


44/9t 

00 

00 

10 


44/5# 

00 

02 

25 


44/5T 

00 

05 

88 


44/6 

00 

07 

85 


44/8t 

00 

00 

42 


44/11 

00 

01 

03 


44/7 

00 

07 

50 


158/4 

00 

00 

10 


158/3 

00 

03 

82 
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mm 

1 

2 

3 

4 

■■ 

0 sfiftgr (ftm) 

158/1 

00 

02 

79 


158/2 

00 

02 

76 


158/5 

00 

05 

19 


158/7 

00 

01 

35 


158/8 

00 

14 

59 


157/1 

00 

01 

09 


157/2 

00 

10 

76 


157/5 

00 

09 

73 


157/4 

00 

00 

70 


154/3u 

00 

00 

31 


154/3# 

00 

03 

17 


156/2 

00 

13 

82 


154/4 

00 

03 

20 


154/1 

00 

05 

09 


154/3# 

00 

12 

25 


154/ 2^T 

00 

02 

15 


154/2tr 

00 

00 

10 


154/2# 

00 

01 

32 


154/5n 

00 

02 

86 


154/5# 

00 

00 

59 


154/5# 

00 

00 

21 


154/5# 

00 

05 

40 


154/2# 

00 

01 

47 


154/2mtf 

00 

01 

76 


154/2irg 

00 

02 

89 


154/5i 

00 

06 

81 


154/ 2 an? 

00 

02 

41 


151/5 

00 

00 

58 


151/2 

00 

01 

99 


151/3 

00 

03 

79 


151/1 

00 

02 

31 


150/19* 

00 

00 

42 


151/7 

00 

01 

52 


151/ 817 

00 

02 

46 


151/9q 

00 

01 

26 


151/10 

00 

01 

10 


151/18 

00 

02 

38 


150/22 

00 

06 

93 


151/22 

00 

04 

17 


150/21 

00 

05 

62 


4260 GI/10—14 









7794 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 

13. 20I0/KART1KA22. 

1932 

| Part il 

Sec. 3(ii)| 

[ 1 

2 

3 

4 


1 ) (fa#*) 150/2 O^t 


00 

00 

49 

238 


00 

05 

30 

166 


00 

41 

56 

171/1 


00 

32 

49 

171/217 


00 

03 

67 

176/1 


00 

01 

13 

176/3 


00 

21 

96 

177/6 


00 

00 

32 

177/8 


00 

00 

10 

176/4 


00 

02 

34 

181/6# 


00 

02 

38 

17 6/9 


00 

00 

16 

181/6# 


00 

12 

33 

181/5 


00 

12 

48 

182/3 


00 

08 

14 

182/2# 


00 

14 

60 

183/4 


00 

03 

55 

183/1 


00 

00 

27 

183/2tr 


00 

03 

28 

183/6u 


00 

02 

04 

183/2# 


00 

04 

17 

183/3 


00 

05 

34 

186/1 


00 

01 

15 

186/2)3 


00 

00 

64 

186/2# 


00 

00 

41 

185/5 


00 

12 

33 

185/4 


00 

06 

30 

193/2 


00 

13 

01 

193/4 


00 

02 

27 

193/6 


00 

03 

58 

193/7 


00 

02 

94 

193/8 


00 

02 

61 

193/9# 


00 

04 

84 

193/9g 


00 

02 

68 

192/8 


00 

05 

88 

192/7 


00 

01 

69 

192/16 


00 

33 

09 

196/1# 


00 

10 

54 

196/1# 


00 

35 

40 

196/3 


00 

00 

48 
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2 | 3 | 4 | S 1 


196/1# 

00 

15 

92 

196/2# 

00 

16 

13 

19 6 / 2 fr 

00 

14 

85 

19 7/3# 

00 

01 

33 

197/4ij 

00 


58 

197/23T 

00 

01 

13 

198/3tt 

00 


85 

198/5# 

00 

17 

92 

198/6 

00 

50 

26 

198/4 

00 

00 

22 

198/7# 

00 



198/7# 

00 

18 

42 

198/7tj 

00 


23 

■«*. 38 ^ ^ 

00 

12 

57 

38/2 

00 

04 

43 

38/3^1 

00 

03 

27 

37/3 

00 

00 

56 

37/4ij2 

00 

27 

47 

36/9tt 2 

00 

04 

86 

36/9# 

00 

12 

66 

36/13 

00 

03 

02 

36/12 

00 

35 

73 

35/7 

00 

03 

60 

35/6 

00 

26 

03 

35/12xt 

00 

13 

36 

35/1 III 

00 

21 

74 

35/11# 

00 

12 

98 

34/4 

00 

14 

43 

34/6 

00 

17 

91 

34/1# 

00 

01 

69 

33/1# 

00 

35 

15 

33/ 1*7T 

00 

04 

00 

33/1# 

00 

03 

35 

33/It 

00 

02 

73 

33/2 

00 

15 

59 

73/2 

00 

23 

31 

73/3 

00 

13 

05 

77/1 

00 

00 

53 

78/3 

00 

23 

16 

78/2 

00 

03 

03 
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1 2 

3 

p 

5 

2) (f^H) 78/4 

00 

01 

89 

78/5# 

00 

26 

64 

78/5# 

00 

00 

45 

7 8/5i7 

00 

02 

23 

# q. 78/6tr if W 

00 

04 

35 

78/6# 

00 

20 

32 

79/3 

00 

23 

64 

79/2 

00 

31 

31 

80/3 

00 

01 

05 

80/ltr 

00 

42 

31 

80/2 

00 

38 

43 

2 65/1 

00 

08 

45 


77. T^T. - ] 4014/86/201 

H6 3JMT F4M, 3P47 Tff^ 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 2010 


■*^ 9.4 

S. O. 2831, Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest 
that for transportation of Natural £as from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai 
pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamilffadu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin 
pipeline should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it 
is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to Shri V.Venkatasubbu, 
Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 89, Dr. RadhaKrishnan Salai, 6th Floor, 
Mylapore, Chennai - 600004,Tamil Nadu State. 


»«* 
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Schedule 



Taluk:Thiruvannamalai 

District:Thiruvannamalai 

State:Tami1 Nadu 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquire* 

d for RoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Budhamangala 

187/IF 


14 

72 

187/IE 

00 

10 

04 

187/1G 

00 


35 

187/2B 



99 

187/2C 



54 

187/2 A 


10 

61 

188/1 


02 

80 

189/3A 



79 

189/3B 

00 

08 

82 

189/3C 

00 

11 

82 

189/3D 

00 

12 

73 

189/5B 

00 

00 

59 

189/5C 


11 

23 

190/6 A 

00 

04 

52 

190/10 

00 

14 

94 

190/7 A 

00 

(X) 

15 

Road in Survey No. 190/3 

(X) 

03 

28 

190/4 

00 

26 

15 

191/7 

(X) 

05 

22 

191/6AI 

(X) 

13 

99 

19I/6A3 

(X) 

23 

18 

19I/6C 

(X) 

13 

46 

537/2 

(X) 

08 

38 

536/1A 

(X) 

04 

16 

536/1B 

(X) 

08 

79 

5 36/ID 

(X) 

04 

79 

536/2 

00 

15 

59 

5 36/3 B 

(X) 

(X) 

41 

5 36/3 A 

(X) 

13 

61 

Road in Survey No.535 

(X) 

06 

61 

534/IE 

(X) 

05 

57 

534/1D 

00 

12 

04 

5 34/IF 

(X) 

17 

50 

534/1M 

(X) 

04 

95 

5 34/1L 

(X) 

05 

10 

534/IK 

00 

07 

1 1 

533/4 

(X) 

37 

39 
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_1 

l) Budhamangala (Contd) 


2 

556/5 

556/4 

556/3 

556/2 

556/15 

556/10 

556/11 

556/12B 

556/12A 

557/1C 

557/IB 

557/1A 

557/2 

557/4A 

524/4E 

524/4C5 

524/4C6 

524/4C9 

524/4C8 

524/4C7 

523/8 

523/9 

523/11 

523/10 

523/12 

523/7 

523/6B 

520/3 

Road in Survey No.519 
499 

50(3/ID 

500/6 

500/3 

500/4 

500/5 

500/8 

500/7 

498 

492/1 

493/3A4 


3 4 I 5 


00 

06 

60 

00 

06 

24 

00 

01 

26 

00 

17 

39 

00 

05 

26 

00 

02 

25 

00 

07 

85 

00 

03 

14 

00 

02 

70 

00 

00 

62 

00 

05 

73 

00 

02 

35 

00 

03 

95 

00 

20 

67 

00 

06 

25 

00 

00 

29 

00 

02 

03 

00 

01 

50 

00 

08 

66 

(X) 

00 

10 

00 

09 

68 

00 

12 

12 

00 

01 

44 

00 

07 

91 

(X) 

08 

56 

00 

00 

11 

00 

00 

10 

00 

19 

90 

00 

05 

36 

(X) 

43 

37 

00 

(X) 

46 

00 

23 

22 

00 

00 

10 

00 

01 

19 

00 

02 

78 

(X) 

04 

44 

00 

25 

64 

00 

03 

26 

00 

45 

68 

00 

03 

80 


3(ii) | 
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[) Budhamangala (Contd) 


2) Sellankuppam 


3) Seyyaleri 


tTOTTTsPTjf : 13, 20l0/ e Mfn e f> 22, 1932 


1 3 I 4 I 5 1 

(X) 06 08 


493/3A2 

(X) 

06 

08 

493/3B 

00 

10 

33 

493/3A3 

00 

07 

60 

493/3A1 

00 

07 

72 

493/2 

(X) 

08 

79 

1 

00 

76 

94 

2 

00 

10 

04 

8 

00 

75 

49 

9 

(X) 

49 

28 

10 

00 

55 

26 

47 

00 

73 

61 

48 

00 

36 

59 

49 

00 

56 

19 

50 

00 

41 

97 

53 

00 

48 

92 

52 

00 

17 

87 

Road in Survey No.52 

00 

03 

49 

86 

00 

72 

88 

85 

00 

62 

99 

84 

00 

43 

71 

126 

00 

19 

45 

125 

00 

27 

66 

Railway in Survey No. 128 

00 

07 

33 

129 

00 

56 

33 

132 

(X) 

20 

49 

134 

(X) 

06 

25 

133 

01 

03 

28 

24/2 

00 

00 

11 

24/1 

00 

03 

16 

26/2 

00 

03 

35 

12 

00 

03 

85 

11/3B 

00 

01 

97 

11/3 A 

(XI 

47 

74 

11/2 

00 

04 

69 

9/7C 

00 

00 

10 

9/7B 

00 

26 

14 

9/7 A 

00 

38 

94 

8/3 

(X) 

00 

67 

8/1 

00 

27 

69 

8/2 

(X) 

01 

23 


4) Appupattu 
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-I-1-2 

3 

4 

5 

4) Appupattu (Conld) 7/21 

00 

00 

28 

44/2C 

00 

00 

87 

44/2D 

(X) 

03 

35 

43 

00 

07 

95 

44/2 E 

00 

12 

13 

45/1 

00 

24 

53 

47/IB 

00 

07 

03 

47/1A 

00 

25 

96 

47/ ID 

(X) 

(X) 

78 

47/1C 

(X) 

22 

58 

46/4 

(K) 

(X) 

82 

46/5 

00 

09 

44 

46/6 

00 

1 1 

64 

46/8 

(X) 

02 

45 

46/7 

(X) 

i 1 

13 

5) Pavuttiram 91 

(X) 

29 

68 

90 

(X) 

(X) 

10 

89 

(X) 

50 

98 

79 

00 

46 

05 

80 

(X) 

26 

94 

78 

00 

04 

18 

81 

(X) 

52 

77 

75 

00 

35 

47 

82 

(X) 

08 

76 

74 

(X) 

(X) 

75 

61 

(X) 

44 

05 

60 

(X) 

37 

45 

59 

(X) 

63 

48 

64 

(X) 

04 

84 

46 

00 

43 

69 

45 

(X) 

01 

04 

44 

(X) 

36 

95 

30 

(X) 

04 

99 

32 

(X) 

20 

37 

31 

(X) 

17 

98 

29 

00 

45 

95 

27 

(X) 

61 

16 

26 

00 

20 

82 

T 7 

(X) 

27 

85 

23 

(X) 

36 

69 
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1 

-1 * T 

3 

4 

1 5 _) 

5) Pavuttiram (Contd) 

Road in Survey No.21 


07 

37 

18 


42 

33 


19 


53 

90 


17 


00 

32 

Taluk:Gingee 

District: Villupuram 

State:Tamil Nadu 

1) Kadappanandal 

Nala in Survey No. 10 

00 

03 

95 

00 

105/1A 

00 

12 


105/2 

00 

01 

23 


105/lDI 

00 

07 

04 


105/1B 

00 

01 

27 


105/1C 

00 

16 

42 


111/2C 

00 

10 

07 


110/1A2 

00 

09 

03 


110/IB 

00 

06 

50 


110/2 

00 

06 

32 


109/4 A 

00 

03 

52 


I09/4B 

00 

00 

44 


110/1C 

00 

34 

25 


110/IE 

00 

00 

28 


110/ID 

00 

10 

56 


112 

00 

01 

66 


110/3 

00 

05 

92 


Road in Survey No. 113 

00 

04 

67 


109/5 A 

00 

00 

13 


109/5B 

00 

00 

10 

Taluk: Kallakkurichchi 

District: Villupuram 

State:Tamil Nadu 

1) Madavachcheri 

296/12B 

00 

10 

98 

296/12A 

00 

03 

! 1 


296/14B 

00 

01 

36 


296/14A 

00 

00 

73 


297 

00 

87 

17 

2) Kadattur 

198/1 

00 

04 

29 

198/2 

00 

48 

30 


200 

01 

04 

71 


195/1 

(X) 

36 

50 


194 

00 

65 

59 


193/1 

00 

14 

76 


193/5 

00 

09 

59 


193/4B 

00 

42 

1 1 


191/6 

00 

00 

34 


191/IB 

00 

03 

22 


193/2 

00 

02 

89 


4260 GI/10—15 
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1 


_ | 


4 

5 

2) Kadaltur (Contd) 


191/3 

00 

36 

29 



I9I/IA 

(K) 

17 

52 



191/5 

00 

22 

27 



191/2 

(K) 

05 

35 



192/2 

(X> 

(Ml 

42 



177/1 

00 

05 

88 



176/5 

00 

16 

03 



176/2 

00 

10 

21 



176/6C 

00 

00 

60 



176/1C 

00 

08 

17 



176/IB 

00 

00 

94 



176/1A 

'M) 

04 

93 



176/6 B 

00 

00 

30 



176/6 A 

00 

16 

06 



176/7 

00 

00 

14 



174/7 

00 

08 

9 3 



174/4 

00 

13 

57 



174/8 

00 

04 

36 



174/5 

00 

00 

43 



174/6 

00 

15 

01 



172/3 B 

00 

10 

71 



I72/3A 

00 

1 I 

87 



172/5 A 

00 

01 

25 



17 2/4 A 

00 

08 

so 



I72/4B 

00 

01 

61 



168/1B 

00 

03 

6 3 



168/3 

00 

23 

31 



1 68/4 

00 

09 

9 3 



168/5 

00 

1 3 

SS 



168/2 

00 

01 

01 



Road in Survey No 167 

00 

06 

87 



1 36/2A5 

00 

1 1 
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m 3^T f^FTTT oVr^RT 

^Rcrft, 15 334tJ43, 2010 

W.33I. 2832,— 3lkj)P l 4> f44T4 3lWm, 1947 (1947 
4P 14) 4Tt 4TTT 17 ^ TR4»R Wfa 7^ 

|f4T 4l 374444 ^ 734^ PH^'jI+T 3^ TT47 <*>4<*>kT ^ #4, 

33^44 ff PhR^ 3?l«Jlffl43 f44T4 3 4^14 M<4>R 
3TfM^Jl/?Tq -4l4ld4, ^c^4<^441H Cff^WTI 370/2001) 
4Tf y4.lPVM 4TT4I i, ^fl ^s(fa 4^ 12-10-2010 47f 
4M f3TT Mil 

[73. "Q^l-12012/377/2000-331^3313 (4t-I)] 
ffm fHF, ^34T 33P44TRT 


AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry' of Labour 
has referred the present dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the Management of State Bank of 
India, Bhubaneswar and their workman under clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act vide their Letter No. L-12012/377/ 
2000-IR (B-I) dated 30-01-2001 to this Tribunal for 
adjudication to the following effect: 

“Whether the action of the State Bank of India 
Management by not regularizing the service of 
Shri Prafulla Chandra Dash is justified ? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to ?” 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 2010 

S.O. 2832. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (I.D. No. 370/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of State 
Bank of India and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 12-10-2010. 

[No. L-12012/377/2000-IR (B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL - 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, BHUBANESWAR 


Present: 

Shri J. Srivastava, 

Presiding Officer, GGI.T.-Cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar. 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 370/2001 
Date of Passing Award -22nd September 2010 
Between: 

The Management of the Dy. General Manager, 

State Bank of India, Zonal Office, Bhubaneswar 
Orissa-751 009 

.... 1st Party-Managements 
(And) 

Their Workmen Shri Prafulla Chandra Dash, 

Represented through the General Secretary, 

State Bank of India, Employees Union, Bhubaneswar 
Orissa-751 009 

_2nd Party - Union 

APPEARANCES: 


M/s. H. K. Mohanty 
Advocate. 

M/s. B. C. Bastia & 
Associates, Advocate. 


For the 1st Party- 
Management 

For the 2nd Party- 
Union 


2. The 2nd Party-workman has preferred his 
statement of claim in which he has stated that he had joined 
the service on 23-9-1994 as a canteen boy under the 
1st Party-Management in the Zonal Office canteen of State 
Bank of India, Bhubaneswar. Prior to his appointment on 
the above post he had worked as a Messenger at 
Sakhigopal Branch from 20-2-1978 to 14-4-1979 and 
thereafter as a canteen boy/Messenger from where he was 
retrenched in the year 1983. He was given appointment on 
23-9-1994 as a retrenched workman under section 25-11 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act 1947. The Management of Stale 
Bank of India runs the canteen under its direct control and 
supervision and the staff including the 2nd Party-workman 
is paid their wages by the Management. Thus there exists 
master and servant relationship between the 1st Party- 
Management and the 2nd Party-workman. The work 
performed by the 2nd Party-workman is perennial in 
nature. The 2nd Party-workman has been working in the 
canteen continuously and uninterruptedly since 1994 but 
he is getting much less pay than his co-workers. Under a 
settlement made between certain banking companies and 
their employees on 19-10-1966 provisions for regularization 
of temporary employees against permanent vacancies were 
made. Again in the year 1992 a settlement was made between 
the State Bank of India and All India State Bank Employees 
Federation in which provision for taking over the staff 
canteen by the Bank and absorption of temporary canteen 
staff was made amongst other things. Pursuant to this 
settlement State Bank of India, Local Head Office, 
Bhubaneswar invited application from the existing 
temporary employees for their regular absorption. The 2nd 
Party-workman fulfilled all the eligibility criteria, but his 
case for regularization could not be considered by the 
Management even though some of his juniors had been 
given regular appointment. The action of the 1st Party- 
Management in not regularizing the services of the 2nd 
Parly-workman is not only discriminatory', but also arbitrary 
and matafide. The 2nd Party-workman had filed a Writ 
petition before the Hon’ble High Court of Orissa. The 
Hon’ble Court while disposing of'lhe Writ petition directed 
the 2nd Party-workman to seek alternative remedy in the 
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appropriate forum/authority. Accordingly the 2nd Party- 
workman has raised the present dispute through the Union. 
He deserves regularization in service under the settled 
principles of law and is entitled to get equal pay for equal 
w ork from the date his juniors have been regularized. 

3. The 1 st Party-Management in its reply has stated 
that in order to absorb the temporary employees of various 
categories engaged by the Management in its branches, 
the Management and Staff Federation had entered into an 
agreement/settlement which provided criteria for 
consideration of eligible temporary employees for 
permanent appointment in the Bank. In pursuance of such 
settlements all eligible temporary employees were offered 
opportunities for permanent appointment and were called 
for interview in the year 1990 and 1993. The disputant- 
workman was called for interview in the year 1993, but he 
could not secure better position. Panels of temporary 
employees were prepared on the basis of interview 
conducted during the year 1990 and 1993 which remained 
in force till 31-3-1997. After that all the panels expired and 
no one has any claim over the same. From these panels 140 
sanctioned posts were filled in, but the 2nd Party-workman 
could not be absorbed in the said vacancy. The 2nd Party- 
workman filed O J.C. 4928/97 before the Hon’ble High Court 
of Orissa challenging interalia the non-regularization of his 
service and claiming arrears at par w'ith regular employees 
from the date of his initial appointment. The above Writ 
Petition was heard along with bunch of similar Writ Petitions 
filed by other temporary employees. The Hon’ble High 
Court of Orissa dismissed all the Writ Petitions by a common 
judgement given on 15-5-98 in O.J.C. No. 2787/97 and 
upheld the action of the Management in offering 
appointments from both the panels. Aggrieved by the 
judgement of the Hon’ble High Court of Orissa, one Natabar 
Das approached the Hon’ble Supreme Cout in S.L.P. which 
was also dismissed on merit. Therefore, the 2nd Party- 
workman is now estopped from re-agitating the same issue. 
The engagement of the 2nd Party-workman was purely 
temporary in nature and was extended from time to time. It 
is not a fact that the staff of all the canteens are the 
employees of the Bank and there exists.master and servant 
relationship. The staff of canteen, which is run by the Local 
Implementation Committee, is appointed by the committee. 
They are not the employees of the bank. It is also not a fact 
that the 2nd Party-w'orkman was working at the Zonal Office 
canteen prior to taking over of the canteen from Local 
Implementation Commmittee. 

4. Out of the pleadings of the parties the following 
issues were settled for adjudication :— 

ISSUES 

1. Whether the reference is maintainable ? 

2. Whether the 2nd Party-workman is eligible for 

regularization in the post ? 
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3. Whether the action of State Bank of India in not 
regularizing the service of the workman is legal and 
justified ? 

4. If not, to what relief the workman is entitled ? 

5. The 2nd Party-Union has examined Shri Prafulla 
Chandra Dash, as W.W.-l and has exhibited documents 
from Ext. -1 to Ext. -13. The 1 st Party -Management, on the 
other hand, has examined two witnesses namely Shri G L. 
Narasingham as M. W.-1 and Shri Srimanta Kr. Das as M, 
W.2 and has also exhibited certain documents from 
Ext.-A to Ext.-D. 

FINDINGS 

ISSUE NO. I 

6. This issue seems some what superfluous as the 
1st Party-Management has not anywhere a verred in their 
written statement about the non-maintainability of the 
reference. They have only stated that the statement of 
claim as submitted by the 2nd Party-Union is not 
maintainable either on facts or on points of law. And 
secondly, the General Secretary of the State Bank of India 
Employees Union has no locus standi to raise this industrial 
dispute for regularization of service of the present workman. 
Both these allegations do not hit at the very root of the 
maintainability of the reference.The claim of the 2nd Party- 
workman may or may not W'ith stand in the eye of law or 
the General Secretary of the 2nd Party-Union may or may 
not have the right to pursue the claim, but how can a 
question be raised, and virtually not raised, aboul the 
maintainability of the reference. It is quite different that the 
matter of regularization was carried to the Hon’ble High 
Court of Orissa and it did not find favour with the workman 
and the matter can not be now re-agitated in the Courts or 
Tribunals subordinate to it, but that does not mean that 
this Tribunal is devoid of right to hear in the matter basically. 
In my view the reference is maintainable in this Tribunal 
under the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act so 
sent by the Government of India for adjudication in exercise 
ofthe powers conferred under clause (d) of sub-section (I) 
and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. Hence, this issue is answered accordingly. 

ISSUE NO. II 

7. The contention of the 2nd Party-workman is 
that he had worked as a messenger from 20-2-1978 to 
14-4-1979, as a canteen boy/messenger from 15-4-1979 
onwards till retrenchment in the year 1983 and thereafter in 
the office canteen from 23-9-1994 till date under the 1st 
Party-Management. But his services were not regularized 
even though permanent vacancies had arisen. He filed a 
writ petition before the Hon’ble High Court of Orissa 
wherein it was directed by the llon’blc Court that the 
alternative remedy may be sought before the appropriate 
forum/authorily by the 2nd Party-workman. 
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8. The 1st Party-Management has stated in reply 
that in order to absorb temporary employees working 
intermittently from time to time at different branches/ 
establishments of the bank, the Management of State Bank 
of India and the State Bank of India Staff Federation entered 
into an agreement/settlement which provided criteria for 
consideration of eligible temporary employees for 
permanent appointment in the Bank, in pursuance whereof 
all eligible temporary employees were offered opportunities 
for permanent appointment and were called to appear at 
the interviews held during the year 1990 and 1993. The 
present workman was called for interview during the year 
1993, but unfortunately he could not secure better position. 
On the basis of the interview conducted during the year 
1990 and 1993 panels of temporary employees were 
prepared which remained in force till 31-3-1997. Thereafter 
all the panels expired and no one has any claim over the 
same. Being aggrieved with the process of recruitment/ 
permanent appointment in the bank the present workman 
filed O. J.C. No. 4928/97 before the Hon’ble High Court of 
Orissa challenging inter alia therein the non-regularization 
of his services and has prayed for direction to the bank to 
treat the service of the workman as regular from the date of 
his initial appointment and to pay him the arrears. The 
Hon’ble High Court of Orissa heard the above mentioned 
writ along with a batch of similar writ petitions filed by 
other temporary employees and dismissed all the writ 
petitions by a common judgement dated 15-5-98 given in 
O.J.C. No. 2787/97. The Hon’ble Court upheld the action of 
the 1 st Party-Management in offering appointments from 
both the panels. On feeling aggrieved with the judgement 
one Natabar Das filed Special Leave Application before 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India which too was 
dismissed. Therefore, the 2nd Party-workman is now 
estopped to reagitate the same issue which is no longer 
open for challenge. The judgement is binding on all 
concerned. 

9. It is not disputed that the 2nd Party-workman 
appeared in the interview on 13-2-1990 as is also revealed 
from his evidence and exhibited document Ext. -7. From 
Ext.-7 it appears that the 2nd Party-workman was called for 
interview on his application for permanent appointment in 
subordinate cadre. But another Ext.-8 shows that the 
process for recruitment of messenger was started afresh 
and he was called to appear in the interview for the same 
on 30-12-1993. The 2nd Party-workman has stated in his 
sworn affidavit filed in evidence that he was selected in the 
interview and given appointment as temporary canteen 
boy for 8 days term vide Ext. -10. Thereafter his terms of 
appointment was extended from time to time. Again an 
appointment order dated 31-3-1997 was issued to work in 
the canteen indicating his appointment from 1-4-1997 to till 
further order as is evident from Ext. -11. All these documents 
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do not establish that the 2nd Party-workman was successful 
in the interview held on 13-2-1990 and was called for 
appointement in subordinate cadre of the bank, the 
appointment given in pursuance of the interv iew held on 
30-12-1993 was of limited duration and term of appointment 
was further extended from time to time. He has not stated 
that he was selected for permanent appointment on the 
basis of interview held on 13-2-1990. 

10. On the other hand , the 1st Party-Management 
Witness No. 1, Shri G.L. Narasingham has stated in his oral 
evidence that in the year 1990 and 1993, interview was 
conducted for regularization of temporary workers in 
different branchesas messenger, canteen boy etc. The 2nd 
Party-workman was allowed to participate in the interview 
but he could not qualify. He has also denied the allegations 
that in the panel of 1993 the name of the 2nd Party-workman 
was there, but still then he was not absorbed. He has 
specifically mentioned that on the basis of the interview 
wait listed panel was prepared category-wisc.The name of 
the 2nd Party-workman did not find place in the said list 
prepared for Category-C. The Management Witness No. 2 
Shri Srimanta Kumar Das has also stated that in the year 
1990 and 1993 recruitment for regularization of mesengers 
was conducted against the post of messengers and lists of 
wait listed messengers as also of the non-messengerial 
posts were prepared which lasted till 3 1 -3-1997. The 2nd 
Party-workman secured lower position in the wait listed 
panel prepared in the year 1990 and also in the panel of the 
year 1993, but he could not be absorbed against the 
available vacancy during the live period of the settlement 
expiring on 3 1-3-1997. The present workman and others 
preferred different O.J.Cs before the Hon'blc High Court 
of Orissa claiming regularization, but all the O.J.Cs were 
dismissed upholding the action of the Management by a 
common judgement. 

11. From all these facts it can not be said that the 
2nd Party-workman was successful in the interview 
conducted by the 1st Party-Management for permanent 
appointment in subordinate cadre in the bank. There were 
140 sanctioned posts of messengers and all of them were 
filled from the wait-listed panels prepared on the basis of 
the interview. Since the life of the wait listed panel had 
expired on 3 1 -3-1997 no further permanent appointment 
was given to the temporary'' workers. Against (he action of 
the 1st Party-Management the 2nd Party-workman and 
other temporary workers went to the I lon’ble I ligh Court 
of Orissa and filed different O.J.Cs which were dismissed 
after hearing and it was held that the decision was taken 
administratively and on the basis of the settlement arrived 
at. The currency of the arrangements made on the basis of 
the impugned decisions/settlements has come to an end 
on 31-3-1997. Feeling aggrieved by the judgement of the 
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Hon’ble High Court of Orissa one Natabar Das filed Special 
Leave Petition in the Hon’ble Supreme Court which was 
also dismissed. Now the matter of regularization on 
permanent posts is closed unless the parties agree upon it 
by some other settlement. 

12. There is yet another contention from the side 
of the 2nd Party-workman and that is that the workman 
has rendered continuous and regular service at the Bank 
for last so many years. So a right to regularization has 
accrued to him. In support of this very' contention several 
citations such as SCLJ (1991-93)-1241 SC, 2006 (110) FLR. 
226. SC., LLJ (I) 2006 (Bom ), LLJ March-06-842, LLJ (I) 
Bom.-244, LLJ 2006 (III), SC 482, LLJ 2006 (I) (March) 842 
and 2000(11) LLJ-1109 (S.C.) have been referred to, but these 
rulings are not applicable in the present set of 
circumstances, as the matter of regularization or permanent 
appointment has been finally decided by the Hon’ble High 
Court of Orissa on the basis of a bipartite agreement/ 
settlement between the Management of State Bank of 
India and the All India State Bank of India Staff Federation 
which is binding on all concerned and they can not wriggle 
out of it. 

13. The 1st Party-Management has relied upon a 
judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court given in the case 
of “Secretary, state of Karnataka & Others - Versus- Uma 
Devi & Others” reported in AIR 2006 S.C. 1806 which replies 
to all the questions raised by the 2nd Party-workman. The 
Hon’ble Supreme Court held that: 

“Unless the appointment is in terms of the relevant 
rules and after a proper competition among qualified 
persons, the same would not confer any right on the 
appointee. If it is a contractual appointment, the 
appointment comes to an end at the end of the 
contract. If it were an engagement or appointment 
on daily wages or casual basis, the same would come 
to an end when it is discontinued. Similarly, a 
temporary employee could not claim to be made 
permanent on the expiry of his term of appointment. 

It has also to be clarified that merely because a 
temporary employee or a casual wage worker is 
continued for a time beyond the term of his 
appointment, he would not be entitled to be absorbed 
in regular service or made permanent, merely on the 
strength of such continuance, if the original 
appointment was not made by following a due 
process of selection as envisaged by the relevant 
rules. It is not open to the Court to prevent regular 
recruitment at the instance of temporary employees 
whose period of employment has come to an end or 
of adhoc employees who by the very nature of their 
appointment do not acquire any right.” 


I he Hon’ble Supreme Court has further held that: 

“Empoyment on daily wage confers no right of 
permanent employment. Daily wager appointed on 
less than minimum wages that was made known to 
him is not forced labour. Daily wagers form a class 
by themselves. They can not claim parity vis-a-vis 
those regularly recruited on basis of relevant Rules 
and can-not be made permanent in employment .'' 

14. The judgement given by the Hon'hie High Court 
of Orissa in O.J.C. No. 2787/97 and other analogous cases 
reported in “86 (1998) C.L.T. 834" (Abhimany u Mandul & 
Others -Versus- State Bank of India & Others) is binding 
on all the petitioners including the present workman. In 
these cases regularization of temporary employees daily 
wagers/casual employees was prayed and all the cases 
with that prayer were dismissed by the Hon’ble High Court 
and Special Leave Petition filed by one of the workmen 
namely Natabar Das before the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
was also dismissed.The judgement is binding not onl\ on 
the parties of the cases but also on all courts subordinate 
or lower in rank to it. Therefore, the matter of regularization 
is not now open to be adjudicated upon in this Tribunal as 
the same has been settled for all and it is held that the 2nd 
Party-workman is not eligible for permanent absorption or 
regularization in the post. This issue is answered 
accordingly. 

ISSUE No. Ill 

15. For the foregoing discussions made in Issue 
No. II the action of the State Bank of India in not regulari/ina 
the services of the workman cannot be held illegal and 
unjustified. Since the 2nd Party-workman had availed of 
the opportunity' of appearing in the interview for permanent 
appointment and he had not come out successful to be 
placed on the existing vacancy and the wait listed pane! 
had expired on 3 1 -3-1997, there remains no course open lor 
regularization in view' of the bipartite agreement sett lenient 
entered into between the Management of State Bank of 
India and the State Bank of India Staff Federation. This 
issue is answered accordingly. 

ISSUE No. IV 

16. In view of the conclusions arrived at under the 
fore-going issues the 2nd Party-workman is not entitled 
for any relief. 

Dictated & Corrected by me. 

J. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
Tf Kevfl, 15 2010 
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New Delhi, the 15th October, 2010 

S.O. 2833. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (I D. No 94/98) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Aligarh 
Gram in Bank and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 11 -10-2010. 

[No. L-12011 /34/97-IR (B-1)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARK ASH, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 94 of 98 

Between - 

Sri B P Agrawal, 

General Secretary, 

Aligarh Gramin Bank Employees Union, 

QuiiaGate, 

Yashoda Bhawan, 

Hathras. 

And 

The Manager, 

Aligarh Gramin Bank, 

Head Office, 

Diggi Road, 

Aligarh. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, MoL, New Delhi, vide 
notification No. L-1201 l/34/97-IR(B-l)dated 19-5-98, has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
tribunal — 

2. Whether the action of the management of Aligarh 
Gramin Bank in taking officiating work of Manager from 
the clerks and denying officiating allowances equal to 
sponsored bank is justified and legal ? If not to what relief 


and from which date the concerned workmen are 
entitled ? 

3. Brief facts of the case are — 

4. The union raising the present dispute on behalf 
of their w orkmen has stated that in terms of Para 4.425 of 
NIT Award, which is popularly known as service conditions 
of the Regional Rural Gramin Banks, the employees of the 
Gramin Banks are entitled to same pay and allowances as 
are given to the employees of the sponsored bank. The 
sponsored bank of Aligarh Gramin Bank is Canara Bank. 
The salary and allowances are paid to the workmen stall 
are paid as per the bipartite settlement. The employees ol 
the bank are paid salary and allowances as paid in Canara 
Bank except officiating allowance. It is stated by the union 
that in the bank clerical staff officiate to work as manager 
as and when required in terms of bank’s circular no. 72 of 
95. It is stated that since the salary and allowances in this 
bank are required to be paid as per those payable in C anara 
Bank and as salary' and allowance in Canara Bank arc paid 
as per the bipartite settlement, the officiating allowance 
should have been paid as per the settlement. Opposite 
party instead of doing so prescribed the following 
officiating allowance in the circular referred to above of 
which para 8 goes as under — 

5. For officiating for a period of not less than 7 
days at a time or an aggregate of 7 days during a calendar 
month, he shall receive an officiating allowance equal to 
6% of his pay, subject to maximum of Rs. 250 per month tor 
the period for which he officiates . The union protested the 
same before the management but with no result. As the 
bank did not concede the legitimate demand of the union, 
it raised an industrial dispute before the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner @ Kanpur. Accordingly it has been prayed 
that the action of the management beheld illegal and 
unjustified and the clerical staff be held entitled for 
officiating allowance as per rules applicable to clerical stall 
of the sponsor bank. 

6. The opposite party has contested the case 
vehemently by filing written reply. It is stated by the 
opposite party. It is stated that allowance payable to special 
assistant cannot be paid in the form of officiating allowance 
as mentioned in N A BARD letter dated 20-3-93. The base 
point for applicability in paying the allowance is in 
accordance with the norms /guidelines framed in sponsor 
bank. The present reference cannot form as industrial 
dispute and the dispute suffers from misjoinder of parites 
as well as non joinder of necessary party, there lore, 
reference suffers from serious latches and is therefore bad 
in law. It is stated that under Government of India Circular 
No. 11 -3/90-RRB (i) dated 22-02-91. while implementing 
equation committee rccomendations the officiating 
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allowance has been permitted to both officers and workmen 
staff. According to Para 14 of the circular the allowance/ 
special allowance and other benefits which are provided in 
bipartite settlements and the service regulations of the 
concerned sponsor bank be extended. As per circular of 
NABARD such allowance are to be paid as per system / 
procedure prevailing in sponsor bank. The officiating 
allowance to clerical staff has been paid according to 
guidelines. It is stated that the workmen of the bank are 
not eligible for officiating allowance. Accordingly it has 
been prayed that the claim of the union is liable to be 
rejected being devoid of merit. 

7. Rejoinder has also been filed by the Union but 
nothing new has been detailed therein except reiterating 
the facts already pleaded in the statement of claim. 

8. The Union in support of its claim has neither 
filed any documentary evidence nor adduced any oral 
evidence. Whereas the opposite party has filed a few 
documents which are in the shape of photocopy.Apart 
from it, they have also adduced oral evidence of one Sri 
Prem Prakash Sharmaas M.W.I. 

9. I have heard the arguments and perused the 
whole record carefully. 

10. It is contended by the opposite party that when 
the claimant or the union is alleging some mala-fide on the 
part of the opposite party, then they should come to prove 
the mala -fide by giving evidence in that behalf. It is true 
that aggrieved employees or the president on behalf of the 
union has not adduced any oral evidence in support of 
their pleadings. It is true that burden of prove initially lies 
on the claimant to prove their claim. 

11. It is contended by the opposite party that 
whatever the special allowance is being paid to the 
employees of the sponsored bank i .e. Canara Bank is being 
paid to the emmployees of the Aligarh Gramin Bank. 

12. It is contended by the authorized representative 
for the claimant that according to NIT Award and according 
to the equation committees recommendations, the 
employees are ought to have been paid according to BPS. 
Opposite party has contended Para 28 of their written 
statement and in their evidence that as per NABARD 
circulars dated 20-3-93 such allowances are to be paid as 
per system/procedure prevailing in sponsored bank, which 
has further been clarified bv NABARD vide their letter 
dated 4-6-97. Therefore, as per advise given by sponsor 
bank vide letter dated 7-8-95 although employees are not 
eligible for officiating allowance in sponsor bank 
considering minimum staff complement in RRBs officiating 
allowance has been made payable. Further since officiating 
allowance to officer is paid equal to 6% of the basic pay 
subject to the maximum of R. 250 per month for the period 
for which staff officials are officiating. 
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13. Therefore, I have considered all the facts and 
circumstances of the case, l am of the opinion that the 
claimant union has not been able to discharge their 
obligation. They have failed to prove their claim, therefore, 
to my mind union is not entitled for any relief. 

14. Reference is answered according against the 
union and in favour of the opposite party. 

Dated:0l-10-I0 

RAM PARK ASH, Presiding Officer 
15 2010 
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New Delhi, the 15th October, 2010 

S.O. 2834. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (I.D, No 27/2009) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Nagpur as 
shown in theAnnexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the management of Durg Rajnandgao Gramin Bank and 
their workman, received by the Central Government on 12- 
10 - 2010 . 

[No. L- 120! 2/10/2009-1R (B-1) | 
RAMF.SI I SING11, Desk Officer 

ANNF.XURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRI A LTRI RUN A 
NAGPUR 

Case No. CGIT/NGP/27/2009 
ORDER 

Petitioner/Party No. 1: 

Shri Sunil Rajput S/o Shri Durga Singh, 

At& PO : I st Battalion, SAP, Bhilai, 

Durg (CG). 

Versus 

Respondent/Party No. 2: 

The Chairman, 

Durg Rajnandgao Gramin Bank, 

G.E. Road, Rajnandgaon, 

(Chhatisgarh) 
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This is a reference made by the Central Government 
in exercise of the power conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) for adjudication 
of the Industrial Dispute between the employer, the 
Chairman, Durg Rajnandgao Gramin Bank and its 
emmployee, Shri Snil Rajput S/o Shri Durga Singh vide 
order No. L-12012/10/2009-IR (B-1) dated 17-08-2009 with 
the following schedule. 

“ Whether the action of the management of Durg 
Rajnandgaon Gramin Bank in terminating service of 
Shri Sunil Kumar Rajput, ex-Daily Rated Safai 
Karmachari w.e.f. 18-12-2004, is legal and justified ? 
If not, what relief Shri Sunil Kumar Rajput is 
entitled ?” 

Both the parties are absent on calls. 

Perused the record. The letter of reference made by 
the Central Govt, was received by this Tribunal. Since 
29-10-2009 after receipt of the reference, notices were sent 
to the concerned parties including workman by registered 
post with AD. Notices were received by the parties. In 
spite of the receipt of the notice from this Tribnal, the 
workman did not appear. The case lingering since 
29-10-2009 for filing statement of claim, From the record, it 
appears that the claimant is not interested to proceed with 
the dispute. 

Hencce, the case is dismissed for default of the 
workman. The case to be treated as no award. 

Both the parties or absent on calls. No step has been 
taken by either of the parties. 

Perused the record this case is lingering since 
29-10-2009 for filing statement or claim by the workman on 
the previous date last chance was given to file the statement 
a claim. However, the statement of claim has not been filed. 
Hence, put up later on for orders. 

J. P. CHAND, PresidingOffier 
15 2010 
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S.O. 2835. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No 11/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Nagpur as 
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the management of Western Coalfields Limited, and their 
workmen, received by the Central Government on 
15-10-2010. 

[No. L-22012/70/2004-1R (CM-I1)] 
D. S, S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NAGPUR 

Case No. CGIT/NGP/11/2005 

ORDER 

Petitioner/Party No. 1: 

Shri Parayag Modi, 

Joint General Secretary, 

Bhartiya Koyala Khadan Mazdoor Sangh M.P 
(BMS) 

Pench Area, PO : Parasia 
Dist. Chhindwara. 

Versus 

Respondent/Party No. 2: 

The Chief General Manager, 

Western Coalfields Limited, 

Pench Area, PO : Parasia 
Dist. Chhindwara. 

This is a reference made by the Central Government 
in exercise of the power conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) for adjudication 
of the Industrial Dispute between the employer, the Chief 
General Manager, Western Coalfields Limited, 
Pench Area, Chhindwara and its employee, Shri Akhtar 
Khan Halez vide order No. L-220 i 2/70/2004-1R (CM-I1) 
dated 04-01 -2005 with the following schedule. 
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The Petitioner is absent on repeated calls. 

Perused the record. The letter of reference made by 
the Central Govt, was received by this Tribunal on 
24-10-2006 after receipt of the reference, notices were sent 
to the concerned parties including the workman by 
registered post with AD. Notices were received by the 
parties. In spite of the receipt of the notice from this Tribunal, 
the workman did not appear. The case is lingering since 
24-10-2006 for filing statement of claim. From the record, it 
appears that the claimant is not interested to proceed with 
the dispute. 

Hence, the case is dismissed for default of the 
workman. The case to be treated as no award. 

The Petitioner is absent on repeated calls. 

No step has been taken on behalf of the workman. 
Notice sent to the Joint General Secretary, Bhartiya Koyala 
Khadan Mazdoor Sangh, has been duly served by the 
Postal Department. The acknowledgement due of the 
concerned Joint General Secretary is on record. The service 
of notice is sufficient. In spite of the service of the notice, 
neither the workman nor the Joint General Secretary is 
present. 

Advocate Shri B. N. Prasad filed the authorization 
executed by the Chief General Manager, WCL. 

Perused the record. The reference was received by 
this Tribunal on 24-10-2006. Since then neither the workman 
nor his representative, Jt. General Secretary of his union is 
appearing in the case. No statement of claim has been filed. 
It appears that the workman is not interested to proceed 
with the reference. Hence, put up later on for orders. 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Offer 
^ fccrft, 15 373^, 2010 
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New Delhi, the 15th October, 2010 

S.O. 2836. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No 100/2002) 


[Part II —Site. 3(ii)l 

of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Eabour 
Court, Nagpur as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of Kamptce Sub Area 
of WCL, Area C.G.M. Office Kasturba Nagar, and their 
workmen, received by the Central Government on 
15-10-2010. 

[No. L-22012/279/200 t-IR(CM-II)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI J. P. CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGIT-CUM-LABOURCOURT, NAGPUR 

Case No. CGIT/NGP/100/2002 

Date: 05-10-2010 

Petitioner/Party No. 1: 

The Secretary, 

Lalzanda Coal Mines Mazdoor Union, 

(CITU), C/oCoal Estate, Civil Lines, 

Nagpur. 

Versus 

Respondent/Party No. 2: 

The Chief General Manager, 

Area CGM Office, Kasturba Nagar. 

Jaripatka, Nagpur 

AWARD 

(Dated : 5th October, 2010) 

This is a reference made by the Central Government 
of India for adjudication of the Industrial Dispute between 
the employer, Western Coalfields Limited and then 
workman, Shri. Arshad Kama! Ansari, in exercise of the 
power conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (I) and Sub¬ 
section 2(A) of Section I Oof the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), (in short, "The Act" ) as per letter 
No. L-22012/279/2001 -IR (CM-II) dated 08-07-2000 with the 
following schedule:— 

“ Whether the action of the management ol the 
Sub Area Manager, Kamptce Sub Area of WC 
Ltd,, Post-Kamptee, Distt- Nagpur (Mah.) in 
dismissing Sh. Arshad Kama! Ansari, Ex -Driver 
from services w.e.f. 21 -02-199 I, is legal, proper 
and justified ? If not, what relief the said workman 
entitled ?” 

2. On receipt of the reference, the workman and the 
management of WCL were noticed. In response to the 
notice, the workman and the management filed the statement 
of claim and written statement respectively. 
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3. The facts leading to the present reference are as 
follows: 

Arsad Kamal Ansari, the workman (here-in-after 
referred to as the “workman"), while working as a Driver at 
Kamptee Sub Area of WCL, there was theft of complete 
gear box assembly set type G.B-40 and gear box counter 
shaft of a Tara Tipper and gear box housing of a jeep valued 
at Rs. 51,000 from the Auto Garage of the said sub area on 
20-8-89. The management, alleging the involvement of the 
workman alongwith two others in the said theft, issued 
charge sheet dated 3/6-2-90 against him. The English 
version of the charges levelled against the workman were: 

1. 17(0(0 Theft, deception, fraud, impersonation or 

dishonesty in connection with the employer’s 
business or property. 

2. 17(0(9) Causing damage to work in progress or to 

property of the employer. 

3- 17(iX17) Any breach of Mines Act,-1952, or any other 
Act, or of any Rules, regulations or bye-laws 
there under or of any standing orders. 

The workman submitted his reply on 21-2-90 
denying the allegations. The management not being 
satisfied with the reply of the workman, initiated the 
departmental enquiry and appointed the Inquiry Olticer 
vide memo. No. 310 dated 23-2-90. The Inquiry Officer 
conducted the enquiry, wherein, the workman 
participated alongwith his co-worker. The Inquiry Officer 
found the charges levelled against the workman to have 
been proved and accordingly submitted the enquiry 
report to the Disciplinary Authority. The Disciplinary 
Authority imposed the punishment of dismissal on 
20-2-91. The workman on 12-4-98 filed an appeal before 
the Chief General Manager but the appeal was rejected 
on 11-6-98. The workman raised the dispute before the 
Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Nagpur. The efforts of the 
Asstt. Labour Commissioner for conciliation failed, so 
the failure was reported to the Central Government. In 
its turn, the Central Government referred the matter to 
this Tribunal. 

4. The workman in his statement of claim has pleaded 
that charge sheet was given to him about nine months 
after the alleged incident of theft and for the said incident 
of theft, charge sheet had been issued immediately i.e. on 
2-9-89 against Sheikh Ismail S/o Sheikh Mehboob, a driver 
and Yuvraj Zibal, a General Mazdoor and departmental 
enquiries were held in respect of the said charge sheets 
and in the said enquiries, punishment of dismissal from 
service was passed both against Sheikh Ismail and Yuvraj 
Zibal, but Sheikh Ismail, the driver was reinstated, as a 
result of the settlement between the WCL management of 


Nagpur area and the Trade Union S.K.M.S. (A11 UC) on 
8-2-96, on the terms that the estimated cost of Rs. 51,000 of 
the stolen auto parts, would be recovered from Sheikh Ismail 
and the period of non-employment would be treated as 
dies-non and he (the present workman) has been victimized 
by the management, who acted in violation of principles ot 
natural justice and he was not at all involved in the thelt 
and after his dismissal, he made an appeal to the competent 
authority but his appeal was not considered by the 
management and after the theft, the management lodged 
F.I.R. at Kanhan Police Station and in that F.I.R., his name 
was not mentioned as a suspect or culprit and Police 
registered the case against Sheikh Ismail and Yuvraj Zibal 
and as such issuance of the charge sheet against him, nine 
months after the alleged theft was after thought and with 
malafide intention and he was victimized by use of un lair 
labour practice and as such, his dismissal from service is 
unjustified and illegal and the departmental enquiry was 
conducted without following the principles of natural 
justice and the copy of the enquiry report was not made 
available to him and the documents asked for by him were 
not provided during the enquiry and so also after the 
enquiry to him and the second show cause notice as 
required under law was not served on him. The workman 
has prayed for his reinstatement in service with continuity 
of service and back wages w.e.f. 21-2-91 i.e. the date of 
dismissal and all consequential benefit including promotion 
and wage fixation as per rules. 

5. Refuting all the allegations made in the statement 
of claim, the management in its written statement has 
pleaded that the workman and his two other accomplice 
i.e. Yuvraj Zibal and S. K.. Ismail were involved in 
commission of the theft and as such charge sheet dated 
3/6-2-90 was issued against the workman for commission 
of the theft and after receipt of the reply of the workman, 
the enquiry was held by appointment of the Inquiry Olticer 
and the Inquiry Officer conducted an impartial enquiry 
and the workman participated in the enquiry with his co¬ 
worker and the enquiry was fair and impartial and as the 
charges were found to have been proved against the 
workman, he was dismissed from service and after service 
of the order of dismissal on 20-2-91, the workman slept 
over the alleged rights claimed in the statement of claim 
till ]2-4-98, when he filed an appeal before the Chief General 
Manager, which was rejected on 11-6-98 following due 
process of law and as the workman has claimed the reliefs 
after delay of seven years, the delay is fatal to the 
proceeding and the workman is not entitled to any relict. 
It has also been pleaded that S.K.Ismail, whose 
involvement was not much, was reinstated without back 
wages and with a warning on 21-2-96 on probation, which 
can be strictly termed as a fresh employment with the 
condition that the entire loss sustained by the 
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management is to be repaid by him. 

6. As this is a case of dismissal of the workman from 
service, the validity of the departmental enquiry was taken 
as a preliminary issue and by order dated 5-7-2006, the 
enquiry was held not to be legal and proper. While passing 
orders regarding the validity of the enquiry, the objection 
raised by the management that the workman is not entitled 
to any relief due to the belated raising of the industrial 
dispute was taken into consideration and was answered in 
the negative. 

At this juncture, it is necessary to mention that, on 
21-11-2006, management filed a petition for review of the 
order passed regarding the validity of the departmental 
enquiry on 5-7-2006. The said petition rejected In- 
order dated 23-1-2007. On 33 -'w- ; . it j cr \ vas a j so 

passed to adduce evidence from the ode of the 
management and the case was fixed to 5-2-2007 lor the 
same The case was adjourned Iron-? 300 " to 20-2-2007 
and 20-2-2007 to 1-3-2007 on the applications of the 
management. On 1-3-2007. an application was Hied b\ 
the management for time to file a writ before the Hon'ble 
High Court, Nagpur Bench, Nagpur. However, the said 
application was rejected and the case was fixed for passing 
of award. The management filed writ petition 
No. 1320/2007 challenging the orders passed on 5-7-2006 
and 23-1-2007. However, the said writ petition was allowed 
to be withdrawn by the Hon ‘ble Court as per order dated 
12-3-2008. Thereafter, the case was fixed for further 
proceeding. On 25-9-2008, management filed the evidence 
of a witness on affidavit, to which objection was raised 
by the workman. On 8-12-2008, management filed an 
application to accord post facto permission for filing of 
the affidavit. As the said application was rejected on 
12-2-2009, the management filed writ petition 
No. 1139/2009 before the Hon’ble Court challenging the 
said order but the writ application was dismissed by the 
Hon’ble Court on 17-6-2009, with a direction for giving 
opportunity to the parties for argument on merits of the 
case. The management then filed L.P.A. No. 273/2009 
before the Hon’ble Court to set aside the order of the 
Hon’ble single judge dated 17-6-2009. The said L.P.A, 
was allowed by the Hon’ble Court on 7-8-2009 and the 
management was allowed to prove the misconduct of the 
workman and direction was given to accept the affidavit 
evidence tendered by the management on record, subject 
to payment of cost of Rs. 15,000 to the workman. 
According to the direction of the Hon’ble Court, the 
affidavit on record was accepted and the witness for the 
management was also cross-examined by the workman 
and thereafter, evidence was led from the side of the 
workman and after closure of evidence, argument was 
heard on merit. 


7. Before entering into the merit of the matters. I think 
it proper to deal with some of the submissions made by the 
learned advocate for the management. 

The first contention raised by the learned advocate 
for the management is that the claim has been filed by 
Lalzanda Coal Mines Mazdoor Union on behalf of the 
workman and the workman was not a member of the said 
union at the relevant time and as such the proceedings are 
not maintainable. In support of the contention, reliance is 
placed on the decision of the Hon’ble Apex Court reported 
•n AIR 1997 SC -1429 (M.R.Patil & another Vs. the member. 
Industrial Court and another). 

In reply, the learned advocate for the workman 
submitted that the union in question is a recognized union 
under the "Indian Trade Union Act 1926" and the workman 
is a member of the said union and as this is a case of 
dismissal from service of the workman, the same is an 
industrial dispute as per Section 2A of the Act and as such, 
the workman is entitled to contest the dispute individually 
and also can be represented by the union of which, lie is a 
member. 

Perused the record. The workman has filed 
documents to show that he is member of the concerned 
union. It is also found from the documents on record that 
the concerned union raised the dispute on behalf of the 
workman before theAsstt. Labour Commissioner, Nagpur 
and in the enquiry and conciliation proceeding before the 
said commissioner, the management took part without 
raising any objection about the union taking the cause of 
the workman or that the union is not a registered union or 
that the workman is not a member of the said union. 

With respect, I am of the opinion that the judgement 
of the Hon'ble Apex Court, on which reliance has been 
placed by the management, has no application in the 
present case at hand, as the facts and circumstances of the 
cases at hand are quite different from the referred in the 
decision. In the case referred in the decision, a non 
recognized union had filed a complaint before the Criminal 
Court without complying the interim direction niven by the 
Industrial Court and the Criminal Court had taken 
cognizance of the offence, so the Hon'ble Apex Court found 
the order of cognizance taken by the Court without 
fulfilment of the mandatory provisions of Section 39 of the 
Act, to be without jurisdiction, which is not the case in the 
present case at hand. Hence, I find no force in the contention 
raised by the learned advocate for the management. 

8. The second contention raised by the leaned 
advocate for the management is regarding the non¬ 
maintainability of the reference due to the unexplained 
delay in filing the appeal by the workman after seven years 
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of the order of his dismissal and two years thereafter, of 
raising the dispute before the Asstt. Labour Commissioner 
and referring of the dispute by the Government in 2002. It 
is submitted that there is a delay of 11 years in referring the 
matter by the Government and as such, the delay is fatal to 
the proceedings. It is also submitted that the workman in 
his evidence has admitted that he did not dispute his 
dismissal, in writing any letter to the management up to 
7-8-98 and his appeal was dismissed in 1998 and he 
approached the Asstt. Labour Commissioner in the year 
2000 and as such, it can be held that the workman slept 
over the matter for seven years and was not vigilant and 
such the delay is fatal to the reference arising out of the 
alleged action of termination of service. In support of such 
contentions, the learned advocate for the management 
placed reliance on the decisions reported in (1997) 2 
Supreme Court Cases - 617 (State Bank oflndia Vs. Govinda 
Rao), 1998(2) Maharashtra Law Journal (Bombay High 
Court) (State of Mahatashtra Vs. Dnyaneshwar Rakmaji), 
1960(11) LLJ-71 (SC)(Jharkhand Collieries Vs. CGIT), 1980 
(41) FLR -109 (Orissa) (Rauracla Mazdoor Sabha Vs. State), 
1996 LIC 45 (DB) (P&H) (Balwant Singh Vs. Labour Court, 
Bhatinda) and AIR 1992 SC - 1414 (Bhoop Singh Vs. Union 
oflndia). 

9. The learned advocate for workman on the other 
hand submitted that so far making reference on the industrial 
dispute is concerned, the Central Government is the only 
authority to take decision as to the existence of the 
industrial dispute between the workman and his employer 
and once it is found by the Central Government that the 
said dispute is still existed, it can refer the matter to the 
Tribunal and the law of [.imitation is not applicable to the 
Industrial Court. In support of the contentions, the learned 
advocate for the workman placed reliance on the decision 
reported in 2001 AIR SCW-2685 (Sapankumar Pandit Vs. 
U.P. State Electricity Board). 

It is clear from the decisions of the Hon’ble Apex 
Court and so also of the various Hon’ble High Courts, on 
which, reliance has been placed by the learned advocate 
for the management that law oflimitation is not applicable 
to the Industrial Tribunal. 1 lowever, the 1 lon’ble Apex Court 
have held that “it is a well accepted principle of industrial 
adjudication that over stale claims should not generally be 
encouraged or allowed unless there is satislactory 
explanation for the delay. Apart from the obvious risk to 
industrial peace from the entertainment of claims alter 
considerable long lapse of time, it is necessary also to lake 
into account on unsettling effect, this is likely to have on 
the employer financial arrangement”. 

10. In the decision reported in 2001 AIR SCW 2685 
(supra), the Hon’ble Apex Courts have held as follows: 
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“U.P. Industrial Disputes Act (28 of 1947), S.4-K. 
Reference - Limitation - period envisaged by term “at 
any time” in Section 4-K-Terminates with eclipse of 
industrial dispute - Facts showing that conciliation 
proceedings were not concluded on date of making 
reference- Thus, dispute existed on that day - 
Reference of dispute by Govt. - Cannot be quashed 
on ground of long delay, industrial Disputes Act (14 
of 1947), S.10. The words “at any time” as used in 
S.4-K are prima facie indicator to a period without 
boundary. But such an interpretation making the 
power unending would be pedantic. There is inherent 
evidence in this section itself to indicate that the 
time has some circumscription. The word “where the 
government is of opinion that any industrial dispute 
exists or is apprehended have to be read in 
conjunction with the words “at any time". They arc, 
in a way, complimentary to each other. The 
Government’s power to refer industrial for dispute 
an adjudication has thus one limitation of lime and 
that is, it can be done only so long as the dispute 
exists. In other words, the period envisaged by the 
enduring expression “at any time” terminates with 
the eclipse of the Industrial dispute. It, therefore, 
means that if the dispute existed on the day when 
the reference was made by the Government, it is idle 
to ascertain the number of years which elapsed since 
the commencement of the dispute to determine 
whether the delay would extinguished the power of 
the Government to make the reference. Section 4-K 
indicates that if in the opinion of the Government, 
the dispute existed then the Government could make 
the reference. The only authority which can form 
such an opinion is the Government, if' the 
Government decides to make the reference, there is a 
presumption that in the opinion of the Government, 
there existed such a dispute. Thus, when the 
Government have chosen to refer the depute for 
adjudication under Section 4 K., the reference could 
not be quashed merely on the ground of delay. Of 
course, the long delay for making the adjudication 
could be considered by the adjudicating authorities 
while molding its reliefs”. 

11. So. keeping in view the principles enunciated by 
the Hon’ble Apex Court and other Hon’blc Courts as 
mentioned above, the present case in hand is to be 
considered. It is clear from the materials on record that the 
workman was dismissed from service as per order dated 
20-2-91 and the workman filed appeal against such order 
on ! 2-4-98 and in the year 2001, the workman approached 
the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Nagpur for redress and 
when the conciliation failed, the matter was reported to the 
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Central Government and the Central Government referred 
the dispute to this Tribunal. It is also clear from the materials 
on record that the workman was not supplied with the 
report of the Inquiry Officer, in spite of demand and the 
same was supplied to him when the conciliation proceeding 
was going on before the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, 
Nagpur. Moreover, the Government referred the matter 
holding that the industrial dispute between the workman 
and the management to be existing. Hence, it cannot be 
said that the delay has not been explained and by such 
delay, the reference has become stale. Hence, I find no 
force in the contention raised by the learned advocate for 
the management. 

12. Now, the questions to be considered are regarding 
the perversity of the order and the quantum of punishment 
imposed against the workman. 

The charge levelled against the workman was that 
he alongwith the two other employees of the WCL 
committed theft of Auto parts worth Rs.51,000 from the 
garage of Kamptee sub area in the night of20-8-89. It is the 
admitted case of the parties that a First Information Report 
had been lodged by the Security Officer of Kamptee sub 
area, on behalf of the management on 21-8-89 at Kanhan 
Police Station. It is also found from the record that charge- 
sheet has been submitted by the Police against Shaikh 
Ismail, Yuvraj Zibal and three others. The workman was 
not named as an accused in the FIR. He has also not been 
charge-sheeted by the Police for commission of the theft. 

I erused the evidence adduced by the management during 
the departmental enquiry. There is no direct evidence 
against the workman showing his involvement in 
commissioning of the theft. The only evidence led against 
the workman was that Shaikh Ismail, one of the suspects 
involved in commission of the crime, while keeping the 
complete gear set of the Tripper in a scooter repairing garage 
of Kamptee had disclosed before the owner of the said 
garage of the workman sending the gear set for keeping 
the same in the said garage: However, Shaikh Ismail, who 
was examined as management witness No.4 did not support 
the case of the management. It is also clear from the record 
that the evidence of the management witness No. 1,2 and 
3 is hearsay evidence; as the person from whom they heard 
about Shaikh Ismail disclosing before the scooter garage 
owner about the workman sending the gear box set to be 
kept in the scooter repairing shop, has not been examined. 

13. After the findings of this Tribunal that the 
departmental enquiry was not conducted in accordance 
with the principle of natural justice, the management 
examined one Shri V.K.Mishra to prove the charge levelled 
against the workman before this Tribunal. The workman 
also examined himself in support of his case. Perused the 
evidence adduced by the parties. 

Shri V.K.Mishra had been examined as management 
witness No. 2 in the departmental enquiry. Before the 
I n buna I. Shri V.K.Mishra has given his evidence on 


affidavit. In his evidence, this witness has claimed, to have 
lodged the FIR at Kanhan Police Station, but it is clear from 
the certified copy of the charge-sheet submitted by the 
Police that the F.I.R. was lodged by one Shri 
Subhashchandra Sridhar Mule, a Security Officer and not 
by Shri Mishra. Shri Mishra in his affidavit has mentioned 
his age to be 65 years and to be a retired employee of the 
WCL. However, in his cross-examination, he has admitted 
that he is still in service and his age and that he is a retired 
employee as mentioned in the affidavit are not correct. 
After perusal of the evidence of Shri V.K.Mishra, it is found 
that his evidence is hearsay evidence and there is nothing 
m his evidence to prove the charge of theft against the 
workman, so basing on such evidence, it cannot be held 
that the management has been able to show the 
involvement ofthe workman in commissioning of the theft 
of the auto parts even by preponderance of probability. It 
is necessary to mention here that Shaikh Ismail, against 
whom charge-sheet has been filed by the Police for 
committing the alleged theft, has already been reinstated 
in service by the management. Hence, I find the findings of 
the Inquiry Officer is perverse and as such the punishment 
imposed against the workman is also not justified I lence, 
it is order. 

ORDER 

(a) The action of the management of the Sub Area 
Manager, Kamptee Sub Area of WCL in dismissing Shri 
Arshad Kamal Ansari, Ex-Driver from services vv e.f 
21-2-91 is not legal, proper and justified. 

(b) The management of the WCL is directed to 
reinstate the workman, Shri Arshad Kamal Ansari in service 
with continuity of his service from the date of his dismissal 
i.e. 21-2-91. Keeping in view the principles enunciated hv 
the Hon ble Apex Court in the judgement reported in 2001 
AIR SCW 2685 (supra), 1 do not think it proper to direct the 
management to give full w'ages to the workman from the 
date of his dismissal. Due to the delay in referring the 
dispute to the Tribunal, I think that payment of 25% of the 
back wages after deduction of the amount paid towards 
subsistence allowance and other amount paid, if any, will 
meet the ends of justice. So, the management is directed to 
pay 25% ofthe back wages w.e.f. 21-2-91 after deduction of 
the subsistence allowance and any other amount paid to 
the workman during the period of suspension and 
subsequently. The management is also directed to give 
consequential benefits such as promotion, wage fixation 
under the National Coal Wage Agreement and increments 
to the workman. 

(c) 1 he management is directed to implement the 
above directions within one month from the date of 

publication of the notification by the Government in this 
respect. 

J.P. C’HAND, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 18th October, 2010 

S.O. 2837. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 29/2008) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jaipur as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Jawahar Navodaya School and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 18-10-2010. 

[No. L-42011 /44/2006-IR (DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 
PRESENT 

N. K. PUROHIT, Presiding Officer 

I.D. 29/2008 

Reference No. L-42011/44/2006-IR (DU) dated: 
8-2-2008 
BETWEEN 

Shri Ramesh Chand Jatav, 

Ward No.7, Pantnia Mohalla, 

Kherthal, Alwar 

V/s 

1. The Principal, 

Jawahar Navodaya Vidyalaya, 

Kherthal, Alwar. 

2. The Asst. Director, 

Jawahar Navodaya School Samiti, 

A-l 2, Shastri Nagar, Jaipur 

AWARD 

16-8-2010 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the 
powers conferred under clause (d) of sub-section 1 & 

2 (A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 
has referred the following Industrial dispute to this 
tribunal for adjudication which runs as under:— 
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“Whether the action of the management of the 
Jawahar Novodaya School, Alwar in not 
regularizing the services of their workman 
Shri Ramesh Chand Jatav is legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to and 
from which date?” 

2. Indisputably, the workman had earlier challenged 
the validity of the action of the Principal, Jawahar 
Navodaya Vidyalaya, Khairthal, in termination of his 
services w.e.f. 19-9-95 by raising an Industrial Dispute 
which was referred before this Tribunal u/s 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. Vide Award dated 8-12-99 the 
Tribunal held the said action unjustified & illegal and 
directed the school’s management to reinstate the workman 
with continuity in service. Pursuant to the said direction 
the workman has been reinstated and he is still working 
with the said school. 

3. The workman in his claim statement has contended 
that though he was reinstated in compliance of the 
directions in the award dated 8-12-99, but neither his 
service has been regularized nor the salary payable to 
regular class IV employee, is being paid to him. Thus, the 
management has resorted to unfair labour practice. 

4. Disputing the claim of the workman in its written 
statement, the management has pleaded that the workman 
was never engaged as class IV employee & no order of any 
appointment was ever issued to him. It is further pleaded 
that the workman was engaged as part time daily wager to 
assist the regular cook of the mess in the month of July, 98, 
therefore, he was not entitled for regularization on the post 
of class IV employee. Moreover, no such post is lying 
vacant. The management has also raised objections 
regarding maintainability of the claim on the ground that 
non-applicant school is not an ‘industry’ within the meaning 
of section 2-(J) oftheActand no relation of employer and 
employee ever existed between the parties. 

5. In rejoinder, the workman has only reiterated the 
earlier averments made in his claim statement. 

6. In oral evidence, the workman has submitted 
his affidavit who was cross-examined on behalf of the 
school. In defense, affidavit of Sh. Rajesh Kumar Gupta, 
Principal, Jawahar Novodaya Vidyalaya, Khairthal, was 
placed on record who was cross-examined on behalf of the 
workman. Both the parties have also led the documentary 
evidence in support of their respective case. 

7. On the pleadings of the parlies, the following 
points for determination emerge for consideration: 

I. Whether the non-applicant school is an industry' 
as defined u/s 2-(J) of the Act? 

II. Whether the workman is entitled for regularization 
of his service from the date of his initial 
engagement ? 
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DI. Whether the workman is entitled for salary in the 
regular pay scale meant for class IV employee on 
the basis of the Principal of equal pay for equal 
work? 

IV Whether the workman is entitled for any relief. 

8. I have heard both the parties & have gone 
through the record. The point wise discussion follows as 
under:— 

Point No. I 

9. The learned representative on behalf of the 
management has contended that the school does not fall 
wifhin the definition of ‘industry’ u/s 2- (J) of the Act and 
being an educational institution not doing any trade or 
business, the school is a non-profit making organization. 
Whereas the learned representative for the workman has 
submitted that the school is an ‘industry’ in the view of 
decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court in AIR 1976 SC 548. He 
has further submitted that the same objection regarding 
maintainability of the claim was also raised by the non¬ 
applicant in earlier reference but the issue in this regard 
was decided against the management. Therefore, the 
objections raised by the management is not sustainable. 

10. In AIR 1976 SC 548 the Hon’ble Apex Court has 
laid down that an educational institution is an ‘industry’. 
The relevant observation is quoted as below:— 

“The final ground accepted by the Court is that 
eduction is a mission and vocation, rather than a 
profession or trade or business. The most that one 
can say is that this is an assertion which does not 
prove itself. Indeed, all life is a mission and a man 
without a mission is spiritually still-born. The high 
mission of life is the manifestation of the divinity 
already in man. To christen eduction as a mission 
even if true, is not to negate its being an industry. 
We have to look at educational activity from the angle 
of the Act, and so viewed the ingredients of education 
are fulfilled. Education is, therefore, an industry and 
nothing can stand in the way of that conclusion.” 

11. The aforementioned judical pronouncement 
lends support to the submissions advanced on behalf of 
the workman. Moreover, in earlier award dated 8-12-99 
the parties were same and objection regarding 
maintainability of reference on the same ground was raised 
by the management and the issue has already been decided 
against the management. The said award has gained finality. 
In view of above, it is held that non-applicant institution is 
an ‘industry’ within the meaning of definition ‘industry’ 
u/s 2-(J) of the Act. 

Point No. II 

12. It is pertinent to mention that the workman filed 
an O.A. against the management before the Central 
Administrative Tribunal which was register as 591/03. In 
the said O.A. the workman prayed for regularization and 
grant of the minimum wages. But without deciding the O.A. 


on merit, it was disposed of on 19-12-03 with die 
observation “the applicant is at liberty to approach 
appropriate labour Court/Industrial Tribunal for ventilamiL 1 
his grievances in case employer is resorting to unfair labour 
practice and not paying wages as per law." It has been 
further observed “admittedly, the applicant is pan time 
worker.” It is also partinent to mention that the order of ihc 
CAT was challenged in DB civil writ petition 7 19 2004 but 
Hon’ble High Court vide order dated 10-2-2004 dismissed 
the writ petition at admission stage with following 
observations: 

“The admitted case of the petitioner before the 
Tribunal was that petitioner is a part-time w orkcr and 
there is no scheme to regularize the service of the 
part-time workers and that has been squarely coveicd 
by the decision of the Apex Court in the case of 
Secretary'. Ministry of Communication & ors Ys 
Sakkubai&Another.[1998SCCU.&S) 1 191 ” 

13. Subsequently, in the D.B. Civil Review Application 
36/2004 filed by the petitioner, it was submitted that he had 
never admitted that he was a part time worker, though he 
was designated so and it was the case of respondents 
While considering the above submission, llon'ble High 
Court modified its earlier order dated 10-2-2004 as under: 

“In our order dated 10-2-2004, for the words the 
admitted ease of petitioner before Tribunal was that 
petitioner is a part time worker” read “the case of the 
respondents that petitioner was a part time worker 
and he has been designated so. As per record he is 
a part time worker. ” 

14. in above factual backdrop it is to be considered 
whether the claim of the workman for regularization in 
the service is justified. The workman has stated in his 
statement that he w-as initially appointed as class IV 
employee on 1-8-94. He has also stated that he was 
appointed as office peon by the Principal of the school 
vide order dated 7-7-1995 and in this regard an application 
was also submitted by him. He has further stated that he 
was working in the office as well as in the mess To 
substantiate his claim, the workman has produced an 
experience certificated dated 23-9-1995 given by Sh. K.P. 
Mathur the then Principal of the School at Khaiiihal and a 
copy of the order dated 3-7-1995 issued by acting Principal 
of JawaharNavodaya Vidyalaya, Khairthal. 

15. In rebuttal the management witness has denied 
this fact that the workman w'as engaged as class IV 
employee. He has stated that the workman was engaged in 
the month of July 1994 as part time daily wager to help 
other cooking staff. 

16. In the experience certificate dated 23 - 9-1995 
submitted by the workman, it has been categorical l\ 
mentioned that he w'as working as part time employee in 
the mess of the school. The next document submitted is an 
office order dated 3-7-95 pertaining to w'ork distribution. In 
the said document also, the workman has been shown as a 
part time worker. Thus, the plea of the workman that he was 
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engaged as class IV employee on 1-8-1994 does not find 
support even from the document relied upon by him. 

17. The learned representative on behalf of the 
workman submitted that though the workman has been 
designated as part time worker but he has been doing work 
for more than 8 hours since his initial engagement and it 
is evident form the office order dated 3-7-95jjertaining to 
work distribution that working hours were from 8.30 am to 
4.45 pm and job assigned to him was identical to the job of 
class IV employee. He has further submitted that since the 
workman was reinstated in compliance of the award passed 
by the Tribunal, therefore, he should have been treated as 
a regular employee. It is also submitted that even in case of 
casual workers, Hon’ble Apex Court has directed to 
regularize the service with parity in pay. In support of his 
contentions he has placed reliance on (i). 1990 2 SCC 396, 
Dharwad District PWD literate daily wages employee 
Association & others v/s State of Karnataka & others (ii) 
2010 (4 SCC 179) Satyaprakash & others v/s State of Bihar 
& others. 

18. Per contra, the learned representative for the 
management has urged that the workman being a casual 
wage worker he could not claim to be regularized or made 
permanent mainly on the strength of continuity as he has 
no legal right to be regularized. He has relied on AIR 2006 
Supreme Court 1806 (1) Secretary, State of Karnataka v/s 
Uma Devi & others. 

19,1 have bestowed my thoughtful consideration on 
the rival submissions and case laws referred by both the 
sides. 

20. In 1990 (1)2 SCC 396 Hon’ble Apex Court has 
observed that daily/monthly rated or casual workers 
who were working continuously for long under 
instrumentalities of the state organization must be regularize 
in service with parity in pay. Accordingly, a scheme was 
finalized by the Court giving direction inter alia for 
regularizing services of workers who completed ten years 
service and for remaining workers in a phased manner. 

21. But in Uma Devi’s Case AIR 2006 S. C. 1806(1) 
while considering the matter pertaining to regularization, 
the constitutional bench of the Hon’ble Apex Court after 
analyzing its earlier decisions including aforementioned 
case law has observed as under: 

“Unless the appointment is in terms of the relevant 
rules and after a proper competition among qualified 
persons, the same would not confer any right on the 
appointee. If it is a contractual appointment, the 
appointment comes same would come to an end when 
it is discontinued. Similarly a temporary employee 
could not claim to be made permanent on the expiry 
of his term of appointment. It has also to be clarified 
that merely because a temporary employee or a 
casual wage worker is continued for a time beyond 
the term of his appointment, he would not be entitled 


to be absorbed in regular service or made permanent, 
merely on the strength of such continuance, if the 
original appointment was not made by following 
a due process of selection as envisaged by the 
relevant rules. It is not open to the Court to prevent 
regular recruitment at the instance of temporary 
employees whose period of employment has come 
to end or of ad hoc employees who by the very 
nature of their appointment, do not acquire any 

right.Moreover, the invocation 

of the doctrine of legitimate expectation cannot 
enable the employees to claim that they must be made 
permanent or they must be regularized in the service 
though they had not been selected in terms of the 
rules for appointment. The fact that in certain cases 
the Court had directed regularization of the 
employees involved in those cases cannot be made 
use of to found a claim based on legitimate 
expectation. 

When a person enters a temporary employment 
or gets engagement as a contractual or casual 
worker and the engagement is not based on a proper 
selection as recognized by the relevant rules or 
procedure, he is aware of the consequences of 
the appointment being temporary, casual or 
contractual in nature. Such a person cannot invoke 
the theory of legitimate expectation for being 
confirmed in the post when an appointment to the 
post could be made only by following a proper 
procedure for selection.” 

22. Again in recent decision 2010 4 SCC 479, while 
considering the matter of regularization of daily wage 
employee, it has been observed by Hon’ble Apex Court 
that daily wage employees are not entited for regularization 
in terms of one time relaxation granted in Uma Devi case 
as para 53 of the said case draws distinction between 
temporary employee daily wager on one hand and those 
appointed irregular basis on the other hand. One time 
relaxation in para 53 was granted only in view of irregularly 
appointed employees. Accordingly, the claim of daily 
wages employees for regularization in terms of para 53 was 
rejected. 

23. In present case, the workman has failed to 
establish that his initial appointment was under any rules 
or against any vacant post. Neither his name was sponsored 
by employment exchange nor any appointment letter was 
ever issued to him. Moreover, he has been shown as part 
time worker in the documents i.e. experience certificate dated 
23-9-95 and office order pertaining to work assignment 
produced by the workman. Even, if the workman has been 
working as daily wager and performing duties identical to 
the job of class IV since his initial engagement, he is not 
entitled for regularization in the light of principle laid 
down in Uma Devi Case. Admittedly, the workman was 
reinstated in compliance of the aw ard dated 8-12-99 but 
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by reinstatement with continuity in service, he has not 
acquired any right to be regularized. The nature of status 
of the workman has not changed merely on the ground of 
reinstatement under an award. Therefore, the contention 
of the learned representative for the workman that principle 
laid down in Uma Devi’s case are not applicable as the 
workman has been reinstated by the order of the Tribunal 
is devoid of any substance. In view of above this point is 
decided against the workman. 

POINT NO. HI 

24. The learned representative for the workman 
contends that the workman has been discharging the 
duties identical in nature to the duties being discharged 
by other class IV employees serving the school. In this 
regard he has pointed out the work job assigned to the 
workman vide office order dated 3-7-95, it is further 
contended that the workman is being paid in the form of 
consolidated wages in violation of the principle of equal 
pay for equal work. In support of his contention he has 
placed reliance on (1990) 2 SCC 396 & 1992 (3) WLC (Raj) 
531. 

25. The learned representative on behalf the 
management has submitted that the reference under 
adjudication pertains to regularization and the claim of 
parity in pay is beyond the scope of terms of reference. 

26. In present case, the term of reference under 
adjudication is'as to whether the action of the school’s 
management in not regularizing the service of their workman 
is justified. It is settled legal position that the Tribunal is 
not free to enlarge the scope of the dispute referred to it. 
It’s jurisdiction is limited to the dispute so referred Section 
10 (4) of the Act permits the Tribunal to decide only 
dispute or point referred to it and matter incidental thereto. 

27. It is evident from the term of reference under 
adjudication that matter referred for adjudication is 
regarding justification of non regularization of the workman. 
The controversy raised by the workman in its claim 
regarding parity of pay with class IV employees of the 
school is beyond the scope of the terms of referene. 
Therefore, this Tribunal cannot proceed to adjudicate the 
matter not referred to it. The facts of the referred case are 
not applicable to the case in hand. Accordingly this point 
is also decided against the workman. 

POINT NO. IV 

28. Since the point No. II & 111 have been decided 
against the workman, the workman is not entitled for the 
relief claim by him and his claim deserves to be rejected. 

29. In the result, it is held that the action of the 
management of the Jawahar Navoday Vidyalay, Alwar in 
not regularizing the service of the workman Shri Ramesh 
('hand Jatav is legal and justified. The reference under 
adjudication is answered accordingly. 

30. Award as above. 

N. K. PUROHIT, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 18th October, 2010 
S.O. 2838.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal, Bhavnagar as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices and their- 
workmen, w'hich was received by the Central Government 
on 18-10-2010. 

[No. I .-40012/190 96-1R (DU)} 
JOHAN TOPNO. Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORF.SHREE S.S.PANCHAL, INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, CENTRAL, BHAVNAGAR 
Reference I.T.C. (New) No. 11 of 2009 
Reference I.T.C. (Old) No. 11 of 1998 
First Party : 

The Senior Supdt. of Post Offices. 

General Post Office, Dawn Chowk, 

Bhavnagar. 

V/s 

Second Party : 

It’s Workman Mr. Ajay Kumar, 

Nandlal Andhariya, 

C/o. Shram ik Sangh, Pradeep 1 hakkar. 

High Court Road, 

Bhavnagar. 

Advocate for the First Party Mr. Kamalbhai Bhatt. 
Representative for the Second Party Mr. Pradeep 
Thakkar. 

AWARD 

1. This industrial dispute is between the Sr. Supdt. 
of Post 01 fices, General Post Office, Bhavnagar and 
its workman Mr. Ajay kumar Nandlal Andharia. This 
Reference was referred to this Central Tribunal, for the 
adjudication, by the Government of India Bharat Sarkar. 
Ministry of Labour/Shram Mantralaya, New Delhi, vide it’s 
Office order No. L-40012/190/96- IR (DU) dated : 2-2-1998. 
The schedule of the dispute is as under : 

’’Whether the action of the management of Senior 
Supdt. of Post Offices, Bhavnagar in terminating 
Shri Ajaykumar Nandlal Andharia is legal and 
justified ? If not to what relief the workman is entitled 
to?” 

2. In the present reference ease first party No. 1 Sr. 
Suptdt. of Post Offices, Bhavnagar. will be referred as a 
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“first party No. 1 ”, while concerned workman will be referred 
as a “Second Party concerned workman.”The Second Party 
concerned workman has filed his statement of claim vide 
Ex-7 and has represented to this Tribunal that. Second 
Party concerned workman was working as a Postman since 
September, 1986 and was engaged accordingly by the 
First Party. The Second Party concerned workman was paid 
Rs. 40 daily. Second Party concerned workman has 
performed his duty continuously and satisfactorily till the 
date of his termination i.e. 6-4-1988. All of a sudden the 
services of concerned workman were terminated without 
following any due process of law w.e.f. 6-4-1988. Further, 
Second Party concerned workman has representated that, 
First Party has adopted the practice of rotating the 
employees on the basis of daily wager or temporary since 
years and such practice is adopted only with a view to 
deprive them of the benefits of regularization and Temporary 
Status etc. Further, Second Party concerned workman has 
representated that Junior workers then the concerned 
workman are serving in the First Party till the day. The 
Junior workmen also were retrenched from his services but 
they had filed the reference case No. 8/1991 & No. 16/1991, 
and were ordered to reinstate in the services. After 
terminating the service of Second Party workman, the 
workman had made several representations to the First 
Party and in response of his representations to the First 
Part>' has informed the Second Party concerned workman 
that the workman is terminated with a view to accommodate 
better eligible person. Therefore there is no ground or 
justification for engaging the fresh employee. Not only 
that, but as per the provisions of Sec. 25-H of I.D. Act, no 
retrenchment compensation or notice pay or notice is paid 
to the Second Party concerned workman and no other 
procedure prescribed under the I D. Act is followed by the 
First Party and therefore the action of the First Party 
management in terminating the service of the workman is 
totally illegal and inoperative in law and required to be 
quashed and set aside. The services of Second Party 
workman are terminated by oral order only. Therefore the 
said oral order of termination is required to be quashed and 
set aside in the interest of justice. Not only that, but in the 
present reference case, no such procedure is followed by 
the First Party and straightway the services of workman 
are terminated without following any departmental enquiry. 
Therefore/ it seems clear that the First Party has adopted 
pick and choose policy and without any justification and 
without any reason and without following any provisions 
of law has terminated the service of Second Party 
workman. The post on working the concerned workman 
was in nature of the permanent. The fresh candidates have 
been appointed on the said post by the First Party. Even 
though there are many vacant posts. The Second Party 
concerned workman is qualified. The records of his 
presence are in the custody of the First Party. In the 
above-mentioned facts and circumstances of the case, the 
First Part)' has made a clear breach of the Ss. 25-F, G, H of 
the Industrial Dispute Act. 1947. Looking to the above 
circumstances, the Second Party workman has prayed that, 


this Tribunal may declare illegal the action of the First Party. 
The First Party may also be directed to reinstate the Second 
Party workman on his original post with full back wages 
and continuity of service and with all consequential 
benefits. 

3. In reply of the statement of the Claim, the First 
Party has submitted his reply vide Ex-14 and submitted 
that, the present Reference case is purely made false and 
against the provisions of Law and hence the present 
reference case is liable to rejected. Second Party concerned 
workman was never appointed on the post of Postman. 
The present workman was never engaged as a permanent 
workman. The present workman was engaged as an out 
cider, only where and when the regular appointed workman 
goes on leave. He was paid minimum wages as his pay plus 
D.A. During the any year like in 1986, 1988, 1989 and 1990 
the concerned workman has never completed more than 
240 days. The concerned workman was not retrenched 
from his services from 6-4-1988. The present reference is 
made after a long time i.e. after 10 years. The concerned 
workman had never been given written order for the 
appointment or retrenchment. The present concerned 
workman was appointed on purely and temporarily base 
and only up to till the other regular Postman may not be 
appointed. Second Party concerned workman has not 
completed 240 days during any year continuously and 
therefore the concerned workman is not entitled to reinstate 
on the post. The name of the concerned workman was 
not recommended by the Employment Exchange. The 
Second Party concerned workman has not completed due 
process of law for the appointment and hence he is not 
eligible to reinstate. It is not true that, the junior workman 
then the concerned workman has been appointed on the 
post. The First Party has not made any breach of the 
Ss. 25-F, G, H. The concerned workman is not entitled to 
reinstate as per the principles laid down in the case of 
Mr. Premjibhai L. Ganiit V/s. Executie Engineer (Panchayat) 
R& B. Divi. Surat published in 1998, (3), G. L. R. page 2550. 
Not only that, but also Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has 
laid down the principle that, the I.D. Act is not applicable 
to the workman working under the stop gape arrangement. 
Therefore the present Reference is liable to be rejected. 

4. The Second Party concerned workman has 
produced an application to order to the First Party to 
produce the documentary evidences asked in purses 
Ex.9. The Second Party concerned workman has produced 
their documentary evidences vide Ex. 10, and the said 
documents have been exhibited 27 to 30. The Second Party 
concerned workman has produced a school leaving 
certificate of the Second Party vides Ex.25. The concerned 
workman was examined vide Ex.26 and was cross examined 
by the First Party. The Second Party concerned workman 
has produced a purses vide Ex.40 stating that, they are 
submitting the examination in chief of the Mr. Vaghcla 
taken in Ref. I. T. C. No. 10/2009, because the Ref. I.T.C. No. 
10/2009 is the case connected with this case also and the 
same question is also raised in the said reference also. The 
Second Party workman has produced his closing purses 
vide Ex.33. 
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5. The First Party has submitted their affidavit of 
one Mr. Vaghela Vithalbhai Ladhubhai, vide Ex.35. The First 
Party has produced its documentary evidences vide Ex. 15. 
The Ex. 15 is contended, and showing with the working 
days of the concerned workman during the years: 1986, 

1987, 1988, 1989 and 1990. The First Party has produced 
his closing purses vide Ex.42. 

6. The Second Party concerned workman has 
produced their written argument vide Ex,43 while, the First 
Party has produced their written argument vide Ex.45. Both 
the written arguments made by the parties have been taken 
into the consideration. 

.7.After taking into consideration the written 
arguments of the both the parties, looking to the 
documentary evidences, examination in chives, produced 
in the present reference case, this Tribunal has to decide 
that, Whether the action of the management of Senior 
Supdt. of Post Offices, Bhavnagar in terminating Shri 
Ajaykumar Nandlal Andharia, is justified and legal? If not 
to what relief the workman is entitled to? 

'8. Looking into the present Reference case, learned 

advocate Mr. Thakkar, for the Second Party concerned 
workman has argued in his written argument that, the 
Second Party concerned workman was engaged on the 
post of Postman by the First Party during the year 1986 to 

1988, and was paid Rs. 40 daily, as remuneration. There 
was an Employee-Employer relation was between both the 
parties. The concerned workman has produced his 
examination in chief vide Ex.26 and in the said examination 
in chief the concerned workman has stated that during the 
different years he had worked more then 240 days. And 
against this evidence the First Party has not submitted any 
documentary evidences. 

9. The representative of the Second Party concerned 
workman submits in his written argument that, the 
concerned workman was retrenched from his services from 
6-4-1988 by an oral order. Thus, the Second Party 
concerned workman has completed more than 240 days 
during the every calendar year i.e, between 1986 to 1988. 
From the 6-4-1988 the Second Party concerned workman 
was retrenched from his services by an oral order. 

10. In his argument the Second Party concerned 
workman has argued that, the witness of the First Party 
Mr. Vaghela Vithalbhai Ladhubhai vide Ex.34, has confessed 
in his oral evidence that, he doesn’t know how the Second 
Party concerned workman was appointed. Looking to the 
cross examination of the witness of the First Party there is 
a clear breach of Ss. 25-F, G & H of the I. D. Act 1947. The 
Second Party concerned workman has cited the decisions 
given by the Apex Courts as under : 

1. A.I.R.-1996, S.C. Page-2526 

2. GL.H.(l)2005, Guj. High Court, page 340 
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11. While the First Party has presented their written 
argument vide Ex. 45. Looking to the said argument of the 
First Party has stated that, the Second Party concerned 
workman has not produced documentary' evidence to prove 
his statement in the present case. The Second Party 
concerned workman has not proved his presence in the 
First Party during the period he has stated. The cases cited 
by the Second Party concerned workman are not connected 
with the Second Party concerned workman and are not 
supported decisions. The oral evidence of the Second 
Party concerned workman can not be considered in the 
present reference case. The records presented by the First 
Party are more reliable then the Second Party concerned 
workman, because the said produced records arc 
Government records. The principles lay down by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, if a candidate would be 
selected for the office of the State Government or Central 
Government. The due process of the law should be 
followed, in the present reference case the due process of 
law for the recruitment is not followed by the Second Parly 
concerned workman and hence the present reference is 
liable to be rejected. The First Party has cited the judgment 
delivered by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in 2006. (4) 
S. C. C. page. 01, The Secretary of the State of Karnataka 
V/s. Lima Devi. 

12. Looking to the arguments of the both the parties 
and records produced by the both the parties, and oral 
evidences, it is very clear in this case that, the Second 
Party concerned workman was appointed as a 'Postman’ in 
the First Party since September, 1986 and was paid Rs. 40 
daily as remuneration. In his statement of claim concerned 
Second Party workman has declared that, he was retrenched 
from his services from 6-4-1988. Though, the Second Party 
concerned workman has worked under the First party during 
the preceding year more then 258 days, but looking to the 
documentary evidence produced vide Fx. 15, the list of 
working days of the concerned workman, the concerned 
workman has worked under the First Party till the 29. 
December, 1990. Hence, the statement made by the 
concerned workman that, he had been retrenched from the 
services from 6-4-1988 is not true, because the documentary 
evidences says the other things while oral evidence says 
other things. Hence, it can be said that, the concerned 
workman has not come this Iribunal with clean hand. 
Though, the concerned workman has proved his presence 
more than 240 days in the preceding year during he had 
worked. In his cross examination taken vide Fx. 26. the 
concerned workman confesses that, he had not given any 
oral examination, further he has stated in cross examination 
that, it is true that, he had not given any written examination. 

1 hus, looking to the cross examination of the concerned 
workman it is very clear that, the concerned workman lias 
not been appointed after completing the due process of 
the law-. In the present reference case the learned advocate 
for the Second party concerned workman has cited the 
decision given by the Hob’ble High Court of Gujarat in the 
case ol the State of Gu jarat and Anr. V/s. Katuben 1 apubhai. 
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2010, (2), G.L.H. 214. The present cited case is about the 
shifting of the burden of proof. While in the present case, 
there is no question raised by any party about the shifting 
of the burden of proof. Hence, the principles laid down in 
the aforesaid case this Tribunal gives the great honour, 
but the said principles are not helpful to the Second Party 
concerned workman. 

13. In the present reference case the learned advocate 
for the Second Party concerned workman has cited the 
another decision given by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 
India, in the case of the Central Bank of India V/s. S. Satyam, 

1996, A.I.R. S.C.W. 3138. The present cited case is about 
the retrenched workman covered by Section 25-F or not. 
While in the present case, looking to the documentary 
evidences it is very clear that, the concerned workman had 
worked in the First party till the 29-12-1990. while the 
concerned workman has stated in his written statement 
that, he was retrenched from the services with effect from 
6-4-1988. Looking to the documentary evidences it is very 
clear that, the concerned workman was retrenched from 
the services from 29-12-1990 and not from 6-4-1988. 
Therefore, there is no question arise about the applicability 
of Section 25-F. Hence, the principles laid down in the 
aforesaid case, this Tribunal gives the great honour, but 
the said principles are not helpful to the case of the Second 
Party concerned workman. 

14. In this Reference case, the Advocate of the First 
Party has cited a judgment delivered by Hon’ble Supreme 
Court of India in 2006, (4), S.C.C. page. 01, The Secretary of 
the State of Karnataka V/s. Uma Devi. Looking into the 
judgment delivered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, 
if a workman is appointed on irregular bases the workman 
has neither the right to reinstate nor to be a regular workman. 
In the aforesaid judgment the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 
India has cited on para-34 as under :— 

“If it is a contractual appointment, the appointment 
comes to an end at the end of the contract, if it were 
an engagement or appointment on daily wages or 
casual basis, the same would come to an end when 
it is discontinued. Similarly, a temporary employees 
could not claim to be made permanent on the expiry 
of his term of appointment. It has also to be clarified 
that merely because a temporary employee or a casual 
wage-worker is continued for a time beyond the term 
of his appointment, he would not be entitled to be 
absorbed in regular service or made permanent, 
merely on the strength of such continuance, if the 
original appointment was not made by following a 
due process of selection as envisaged by the relevant 
rules. It is not open to the court to prevent regular 
recruitment at the instance of temporary employees 
whose period of employment has come to an end or 
of ad hoc employees who by the very nature of their 
appointment, do not acquire any right.” 

15. Further, the First party has raised a topic, that the 
Second Party concerned workman has made this reference 
after such a long time, i.e. after 10 years. Looking to the 


judgment delivered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. 
2006, III. LLJ, Manager (Now Regional Director) R.B.I.. Vs. 
Gopinath Sharma and Another, the I lon’bie Supreme Court 
of India has observed as under:— 

“Respondent, wait-listed for daily wage casual 
employment in appellant-Reserve Bank of India, and 
allowed to work for 58 days in 1975-1976 raised a 
dispute over his exclusion from such list in 1976, 
after a period of 13 years and a reference was made 
to the Industrial Tribunal. 

Held : The Supreme Court observed that the 
respondent had worked only for 58 days. The 
reference for adjudication w'as made nearly 13 years 
after the respondent discharge in 1976. A dispute 
which was stale could not be subject matter of the 
reference.” 

16. Not only that, but also in other case delivered by 
Hon’ble supreme Court of India, in the case of Asstt. 
Engineer, CAD, Kota V/s. Dhan Kumwar, the I lon’bie Court 
has observed as under :— 

“The Supreme Court observed the dispute was raised 
by the respondent about eight years after the 
termination of her service. It pointed out merely; 
because the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 did not 
prove a limitation period for raising a disputes did 
not mean that the dispute could be render at any 
time.” 

17. Looking to the case on hand the concerned 
workman was retrenched from his services from 6-4-1988. 
while the present reference case has been raised on 2-2- 
1998. This shows that, the present reference is made after 
such a long time i.e. after delay of the 10 years, and has not 
given proper explanation for the said delay. Therefore this 
Tribunal also can not give any permission to raise his 
reference case at any time to the concerned workman. Not 
only that, but the concerned workman has not proved his 
termination was made from 6-4-1988, and therefore he has 
not proved his termination is illegal, and unjustified. 
Looking to the documentary' evidences produced by the 
First Party vide Ex. 15, it is very clear that, the concerned 
workman has worked until 29-12-1990. Thus, it can not be 
proved by the concerned workman that, he was retrenched 
from his services, which he has shown. And therefore there 
is no question arise for the compliance of Ss. 25-F, G& H of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Thus, this reference is 
liable to be rejected. Therefore, this Tribunal passes the 
following order;— 

ORDER 

1. The Reference made by Shri Ajaykumar Nandlal 
Andharia is rejected accordingly. 

2. There is no order as to cost. 

Bhavnagar. 

Dated: 29-9-2010 

S. S. PANCHAL, Industrial Tribunal, 
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New Delhi, the 18th October, 2010 

S.O. 2839.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 73/07) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour 
Court, Jaipur as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Rajasthan Atomic Power Plant and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 18-10-2010. 

[No. L-4201 l/124/2007-IR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

PRESENT 

N. K. PUROHIT, 

Presiding Officer 

I.D. 73/07 

Reference No. L-42011 /124/2007/IR(DU) 
dated: 22-10-2007 

The General Secretary 

Rajasthan Anushakti Pariyojna Karamchari Sangh 
(INTUC), INTUC Office, Pratap Circle, 

PO Bhabhanagar, Kota (Rajasthan)-323307 

V/s 

The Site Director 

Rajasthan Atomic Power Plant unit 1 to 6 
PO: Rawatbhata via Kota (Raj.)-323305 

AWARD 

20-08-2010 

The Centra] Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under clause (d) of sub-section 1 & 2(A) of 
Section 10 the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred 
the following Industrial dispute to this tribunal for 
adjudication which is as under:— 


“Whether the action of management of Rajasthan 
Atomic Power Plant Unit I to 6, in denying financial 
upgradations to six LDCs, namely S/Shri B. Bohra, 
S.K. Dubey, Zalim Singh. N.U. Khan.Aleem Chandam 
and Gopal Khati, in the scale of Rs. 5000-150-8000. 
after completion of 24 years service, w.e.f. 9-8-99. is 
legal and justified ? If not, to what relief the workmen 
are entitled to ?” 

, 2. Pursuant to the receipt of the reference, the 
registered notices were issued to both the parties It appears 
from the record that the representative on behalf of the 
R.A.P.P. has appeared but none has appeared on behalf of 
the Union. 

3. Upon careful perusal of the records it appears 
that acknowledgement receipt of the registered notice 
issued to the General Secretary, Rajasthan Anushakti 
Pariyojna Karamchari Sangh, PO. Bhabhanagar, Kota is on 
the record, but despite service of registered notice none 
has appeared on behalf of the Union belore the Tribunal to 
file claim statement. 

4. Resultantly, no matter could be placed before the 
Tribunal to adjudicate the matter on merit. It appears that 
the claimant union is not willing to contest further. Thus 
under these circumstances “No Claim Award” is passed in 
this matter. 

4. Aw'ard as above. 

N. K. PUROHIT, Presiding Officer 

M 18 2010 
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New Delhi, the 18th October, 2010 

S.O. 2840. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Industrial 
Tribunal, Bhavnagar as shown in the Annexure. in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Sr. Supdt. Of Post Offices and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-10-2010. 

[No. I.-40012 / i 89 96-1R < DIJ) | 
JOHAN TOPNO. Under Secy. 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHREE S.S. PANCHAL, INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CENTRAL, BHAVNAGAR 

Reference I.T.C. (New) No. 10 of 2009 

Reference I.T.C. (Old) No. 12 of 1998 

First Party : The Senior Supdt of Post 

Offices, General Post Office, 
Dawn Chowk, Bhavnagar. 

V/s. 

Second Party : It’s Workman 

Mr. Bharatkumar Jethalal 
Astik, C/o. Shram ik Sangh, 
Pradeep Thakkar, High Court 
Road, Bhavnagar. 

Advocate for the First Party Mr. Kamalbhai Bhatt, 
RepresentativeTor the Second Party Mr. Pradeep Thakkar. 

AWARD 

1. This industrial dispute is between the Sr. Supdt. 
of Post Offices, General Post Office, Bhavnagar and its 
workman Mr. Bharatkumar Jethalal Astik. This Reference 
was referred to this Central Tribunal for the adjudication, 
by the Government of India/Bharat Sarkar, Ministry of 
Labour/Shram Mantralaya, New Delhi, vide it’sOlfice order 
No. L-40012/189/96-1R (DU) dated : 2-2-1998. The schedule 
of the dispute is as under : 

“Whether the action of the management of Senior 
Supdt. of Post Offices, Bhavnagar in terminating Shri 
Bharatkumar Jethalal Astik is legal justified ? If not to 
what relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

2. In the present reference case first party No. 1 
Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Bhavnagar, will be referred as a 
“first party No. 1 ”, while concerned workman will be referred 
as a “Second Party concerned workman.” The Second Party 
concerned workman has filed his statement of claim vide 
Fix-7 and has represented to this Tribunal that, Second 
Party concerned workman was working as a Postman since 
August, 1986 and was engaged accordingly by the First 
Party. The Second Party concerned workman was paid 
Rs. 40 daily. Second Party concerned workman had 
performed his duty continuously and satisfactorily till the 
date of his termination i.e. 1-01-1991. All of a sudden the 
services of concerned workman were terminated without 
following any due process oflaww.e.f. 1-01-1991. Further, 
Second Party concerned workman has representated that, 
First Party has adopted the practice of rotating the 
employees on the basis of daily wager or temporary' since 
years and such practice is adopted only with a view to 
deprive them of the benefits of regularization and Temporary 
Status etc. Further, Second Party concerned workman has 


representated that, junior workers then the concerned 
workman are serving in the First Party, till the day. The 
Junior workmen also were retrenched from his services but 
they had filled the reference case No. 08/1991 to No. 
16/1991, and were ordered to reinstate in the services. After 
terminating the service of Second Party workman, the 
workman had made several representations to the First 
Party and in response of his representations the First Party 
has informed the Second Party concerned workman that 
the workman is terminated with a view to accommodate 
better eligible person. Therefore there is no ground or 
justification for engaging the fresh employee. Not only 
that, but as per the provisions of Sec. 25-H of I.D. Act, no 
retrenchment compensation, or notice pay or notice is paid 
to the Second Party concerned workman and no other 
procedure prescribed under the l.D. Act is followed by the 
First Party and therefore the action of the First Party 
management in terminating the service of the workman is 
totally illegal and inoperative in law and required to be 
quashed and set aside. The services of Second Party 
workman are terminated by oral order only. Therefore the 
said oral order of termination is required to be quashed 
and set aside in the interest of justice. Not only that, but 
also, in the present reference case, no such procedure is 
followed by the First Party and straightway the services of 
workman are terminated without following any departmental 
enquiry. Therefore, it seems clear that the First Party has 
adopted pick and choose policy and without any 
justification and without any reason and without following 
any provisions of law has terminated the service of Second 
Party workman. The post on working the concerned 
workman was in nature of the permanent. The fresh 
candidates have been appointed on the said post by the 
First Party. Even though there are many vacant posts. The 
Second Party concerned workman is qualified. The records 
of his presence are in the custody of the First Party. In the 
above-mentioned facts and circumstances of the case, the 
First Party has made a clear breach of the Ss. 25-F, G, 11 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Looking to the above 
circumstances, the Second Party workman has prayed that, 
this Tribunal may declare illegal the action of the First Party 
to remove him from his services. The f irst Party may also 
be directed to reinstate the Second Party workman on his 
original post with full back w'ages and continuity of service 
and with all consequential benefits. 

3. In reply of the Statement of the Claim, the First 
Party has submitted his reply vide Ex-14 and submitted 
that, the present Reference case is purely made false and 
against the provisions of Law and hence the present 
reference case is liable to be rejected. Second Party 
concerned workman w f as never appointed on the post of 
Postman. The present workman was never engaged as a 
permanent workman. The present workman was engaged 
as an out sider, only where and when the regular appointed 
workmen were gone on leave. He was paid minimum wages 
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as his pay plus D.A. The concerned workman has never 


completed more than 240 days in any calendar year and 
therefore the concerned workman is not entitled to reinstate 
on his post. During the any year like in 1986,1987,1988 and 
1989 the concerned workman has never completed more 
than 240 days. The concerned workman was not retrenched 
from his services from 1-01-1991. The present reference is 
made after a long time i.e. after 10 years. The concerned 
workman had never been given written order for the 
appointment or retrenchment. The present concerned 
workman was appointed on purely and temporarily base 
and only up to till the other regular Postman may not be 
appointed. Second Party concerned workman has not 
completed 240 days during any year continuously and 
therefore the concerned workman is not entitled to reinstate 
on the post. The name of the concerned workman was not 
recommended by the Employment Exchange. The Second 
Party concerned workman has not completed due process 
of law for the appointment and hence he is not eligible to 
reinstate. It is not true that, the junior workman then the 
concerned workman has been appointed on the post. The 
First Party has not made any breach of the Ss. 25-F, G & H. 
The concerned workman is not entitled to reinstate as per 
the principles laid down in the case of Mr. Premjibhai L. 
Gamit V/s. Executive Engineer (Panchayat) R & B. Divi. 
Surat published in 1998, (3), G.L.R. page 2550. Not only 
that, but also Hon’ble Superme Court of India has laid 
down the principle in the case of Sub-Divi. Inspector of 
Post, Vaikam V/s. Thaiyam Joseph & Athors that, the I.D. 
Act is not applicable to the workman working under the 
stop gape arrangement. Therefore the present Reference is 
liable to be rejected. 

4. The Second Party concerned workman has 
produced an application to order to the First Party to 
produce the documentary evidences asked in purses Ex. 9. 
The Second Party concerned workman has produced their 
documentary evidences vide Ex. 10, and the said documents 
have been exhibited 26 to 3 1. The Second Party concerned 
workan has produced a school leaving certificate of the 
Second Party vides Ex. 25. The concerned workman w r as 
examined vide Ex. 24 and was cross-examined by the First 
Party. The Second Party workman has produced his closing 
purses vide Ex. 32. 

5. The First Party has submitted their affidavit of 
one Mr. Vaghela Vithalbhai Ladhubhai, vide Ex. 34 and was 
cross-examined by the Second Party concerned workman. 
The First Party has produced its documentary evidences 
vide Ex. 15. The Ex. 15 is contended, and showing with the 
working days of the concerned workman during the years : 
1986, 1987, 1988, 1989. 1990 and 1991. The First Party has 
produced its closing purses vide Ex. 41. 

6. The Second Party concerned workman has 
produced their written argument vide Ex, 42 while, the First 
Party' has produced their written argument vide Ex. 44. Both 


the written arguments made by the parties have been taken 
into the consideration. 

7. After taking into consideration the written 
arguments of the both the parties, looking to the 
documentary evidences, examination in chives, produced 
in the present reference case, this Tribunal has to decide 
that. Whether the action of the management of Senior Supdt 
of Post Offices, Bhavnagar in terminating Shri Bharatkumar 
Jethala Astik, is justified and legal ? If not to what relief the 
workman is entitled to ? 

8. Looking into the present Reference case, learned 
advocate Mr. Pradeep Thakkar, for the Second Party 
concerned workman has argued in his written argument 
that, the Second Party concerned workman was engaged 
on the post of Postman by the First Party during the year 
1986 to 1-1-1991, and was paid Rs. 40 daily, as remuneration. 
There was an Employee-Employer relation was between 
both the parties. The concerned workman has produced 
his examination in chief vide Ex. 24, and in the said 
examination in chief the concerned workman has slated 
that during the different years he had worked more than 
240 days. And against this evidence, the f irst Party has 
not submitted any documentary evidences. 

9. The representative ofthe Second Party concerned 
workman submits in his w'ritten argument that, the 
concerned workman was retrenched from his services from 
1-1-1991 by an oral order. Thus, the Second Party 
concerned workman has completed more then 240 days 
during the every calendar year i.e. between 1986 to 190 ] 
From the 1-1-1991 the Second Party concerned workman 
was retrenched from his services by an oral order. Therefore 
it can be guess that the Second Party concerned workman 
has worked more than 240 days, in the First Party during 
the preceding year 1991, by the Second Party concerned 
workman. 

10. In his argument the Second Party concerned 
workman has argued that, the w itness of the First Party 
Mr. Vaghela Vithalbhai Ladhubhai vide Ex. 34. has 
confessed in his oral evidence that, he doesn't know how 
the Second Party concerned workman was appointed. 
Looking to the cross-examination ofthe witness ofthe 
First Party there is a clear breach of the Ss. 25-F. G & 11 of 
the l.D. Act, 1947. The Second Party concerned workman 
has cited the decisions given by the Apex Courts as under: 

1. A.1.R.-1996, S.C. page-2526. 

2. GL.H. (1)2005, Guj. High Court, page 340. 

3. GL.H. (1)2010, Guj. High Court, page214. 

11. While the First Party has presented their written 
argument vide Lx. 42. Looking to the said argument of the 
First Party has stated that, the Second Party concerned 
workman has not produced documentary' evidence to prove 
his statement in the present case. The Second Party 
concerned workman has not proved his presence in the 
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First Party during the period he has stated. The cases cited 
by the Second Party concerned workman are not connected 
with the Second Party concerned workman and are not 
supported decisions. The oral evidence of the Second Party 
concerned workman can not be considered in the present 
reference case. The records presented by the First Party 
are more reliable then the Second Party concerned workman, 
because the said produced records are Government records. 
The principles lay down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 
India, if a candidate would be selected for the office of the 
State Govt, or Central Govt., the due process of the law 
should be followed. In the present reference case the due 
process of the law for the recruitment is not followed by 
the Second Party concerned workman and hence the 
present reference is liable to be rejected. The First Party 
has cited the judgment delivered by Hon’ble Supreme Court 
of India in 2006, (4), S.C.C. page. 01, The Secretary of the 
State of Karnataka V/s. Uma Devi. 

12. Looking to the arguments of the both the parties 
and records produced by the both the parties, and oral 
evidences, it is very clear in this case that, the Second 
Party concerned workman was appointed as a ‘Postman’ in 
the First Party since August, 1986 and was paid Rs. 40 
daily as remuneration. In his statement of claim concerned 
Second Party' workman has declared that, he was retrenched 
from his services from 1-1-1991. Looking to the written 
evidence presented by the First Party, vide Ex. 15, of the 
Second Party' concerned workman had worked with the 
First Party during the preceeding year of his retrenchment 
only for 238 days. If we take into the consideration the date 
of retrenchment stated in his written statement i.e. from 
1-1-1991, in the previous year of 1991 the concerned 
workman has worked in the First Party only for 238 days. 
Though, the concerned workman has not proved his 
presence more then 240 days in the any preceding year 
during he had worked during the year 1986 to 1991. In his 
cross examination taken vide P'x. 24, the concerned workman 
has confessed that, any written examination was not taken 
by the First Party. Thus, looking to the cross examination 
of the concerned workman it is very' clear that, the concerned 
workman has not been appointed after completing the due 
process of the law. In the present reference case the learned 
advocate for the Second Party concerned workman has 
cited the decision given by the Hon’ble High Court of 
Gujarat in the case of the State of Gujarat and Anr. V/s. 
Katuben Tapubhai, 2010, (2), GL.H. 214. The present cited 
case is about the shifting of the burden of proof. While in 
the present case, there is no question raised by any party 
about the shifting of the burden of proof. Hence, the 
principles laid down in the aforesaid case, this Tribunal 
gives the great honour, but the said principles are not 
helpful to the case of Second Party concerned workman. 

13. In the present reference case the learned advocate 
for the Second Party concerned workman has cited the 
another decision given by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 


India, in the case of the Central Bank of India V/s. S. Satyam, 
1996, A.I.R. S.C.W. 3138. The present cited case is about 
the retrenched workman covered by Section 25-F or not. 
While in the present case, there is no question raised by 
any party about the applicability of the Section 25-F. Flence, 
the principles laid down in the aforesaid case, this Tribunal 
gives the great honour, but the said principles arc not 
helpful to the case of the Second Party concerned workman. 
Further, in addition the Second Party concerned workman 
has cited some more cases as under : 

1. 2010, (2), GL.H. 214, 

2. AIR 1996, S.C. 2526, 

3. 2005,(1),GL.H. 340, 

4. 2008,(1), GL.H. 286, 

5. 2008,(1), GL.H. 298, 

6. 2005,(3),GL.H. 291. 

14. All the above cases cited by the Second Party 
concerned workman, taken into the consideration, but. the 
principles laid down by the aforesaid apex courts are most 
probably about the shifting of the burden of proof and 
about the applicability of the Ss. 25-F, G& H. Hence the the 
principles laid down by the apex courts in the aforesaid 
judgments are not helpful to the case of the concerned 
workman. 

15. In this Reference case, the Advocate of the First 
Party has cited a judgment delivered by Hon’ble Supreme 
Court of India in 2006, (4), S.C.C. page. 01 .The Secretary of 
the State of Karnataka V/s. Uma Devi. Looking into the 
judgment delivered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, 
if a workman is appointed on irregular bases the workman 
has neither the right to reinstate nor to be a regular workman. 
In the aforesaid judgment the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 
India has cited on para-34 as under : 

"Mf it is a contractual appointment, the appointment 
comes to an end at the end of the contract, if it were 
an engagement or appointment on daily wages or 
casual basis, the same would come to an end when it 
isdicontinued. Similarly, a temporary employee could 
not claim to be made permanent on the expiry of his 
term of appointment. It has also to be clarified that 
merely because a temporary employee or a casual 
wage-worker is continued for a time beyond the term 
of his appointment, he would not be entitled to be 
absorbed in regular service or made permanent, 
merely on the strenth of such continuance, if the 
original appointment was not made by following a 
due process of selection as envisaged by the relevant 
rules. It is not open to the court to prevent regular 
recruitment at the instance of temporary employees 
whose period of employment has come to an end or 
of ad hoc employees who by the very nature of their 
appointment, do not acquire any right." 
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16. Further, the First Party has raised a topic, that 
the Second Party concerned workman has made this 
reference after such a long time, i.e. after 10 years. Looking 
to the judgment delivered by the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
ot India, 2006, III, LLJ, Manager (Now Regional Director) 
R.B.I. V/s. Gopinath Sharma and Another, the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India has observed as under : 

“Respondent, wait-listed for daily wage casual 
employment in appellant-Reserve Bank of India, and 
allowed to work for 58 days in 1975-1976 raised a 
dispute over his exclusion from such list in 1976, 
after a period of 13 years and a reference was made 
to the Industrial Tribunal. 

Held: The Supreme Court observed that the 
respondent had worked only for 58 days. The 
reference for adjudication was made nearly 13 years 
after the respondent discharge in 1976. A dispute 
which was stale could not be subject matter of the 
reference.” 

17. Not only that, but also in other case delivered 
by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, in the case of Asstt. 
Engineer, CAD, Kota V/s. Dhan Kumwar, the Hon’ble Court 
has observed as under : 

“The Supreme Court observed the dispute was raised 
by the respondent about eight years after the 
termination of her service. It pointed out merely; 
because the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 did not 
prove a limitation period for raising a disputes did 
not mean that the dispute could be render at any 
time.” 

18. Looking to the case on hand the concerned 
workman was retrenched from his services from 01-01-1991, 
while the present reference case has been raised on 
02-02-1998. This shows that, the present reference is made 
after such a long time i.e. after delay of the 08 years, and 
has not given proper explanation for said delay. Therefore 
this Tribunal also can not give any permission to raise his 
reference case at any time to the concerned workman. Not 
only that, but also the concerned workman has not proved 
that he has worked under the First Party institution during 
the preceeding year more then 240 days. Looking to the 
documentary evidences produced by the First Party vide 
Ex. 15, it is very clear that, the concerned workman has 
worked until 01-01-1991. Thus, this reference is liable to be 
rejected. Therefore, this Tribunal passes the following 
order: 

ORDER 

1. The Reference made by Shri Bharatbhai Jethala! 
Astik is rejected accordingly. 

2. There is no order as to cost. 

Bhavnagar. 

Dated: 29-9-2010 

S. S. PANCHAL, Industrial Tribunal, 
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New Delhi, the 19th October, 20 1 0 

S.O. 2841. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the’ 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 38/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Lahour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of SCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 19-10-2010 

(No.L-22013/l/20l0-IR(C-[|)| 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present: Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, 

Presiding Officer 

Dated the 23rd day of July, 20 10 

MP.Nq. 38/2005 

Between: 

The Area Secretary', 

(Sri Bandari Satyanaravana) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Union, 

(C1TU), Mandamarri. ...Pctitioncr/Union 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., 

Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri-50423 i. ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner: M/s. A.K. Jayaprakash Rao, K. 

Srinivas Rao, P. Sudha. T. Bal Reddy. 
M. Govind. & K Ajay Kumar. 
Advocates 

For the Respondent: M/s. P.A.V.V.S. Sarnia and 
Vijayalaxmi Panguluri. Advocates 


"W f 


J"i 
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ORDER 

This petition has been filed by Sri Md. Shereef, ex¬ 
employee of M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., under 
Sec. 330(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for 
computing his wages for the period 1*3-2005 to 30-6-2005. 

2. He submits that he has joined the services of the 
Respondent company in the year 1988 as badli filler and 
Respondent has been utilizing his services as General 
Mazdoor Category 1 from the year 1993 but he was not 
regularized though his juniors were regularized. Petitioner 
submits that this court has already passed order in M.P. 
No. 1/2004 in I.D.No. 98/2004 dated 4-2-2005 directing the 
Respondent to pay the due amount from 1 -3-2005 or earlier 
till I D. No. 98/2004 disposed off. Till date nothing was paid 
to Petitioner by the Respondent. Therefore, Petitioner prays 
this court to compute the wages due to him by the 
Respondent for the period from 1-3-2005 to 30-6-2005 with 
18% interest. 

3. Counter statement has been filed by the 
Respondent stating therein that Petition under Sec.33C(2) 
is not maintainable as nothing is due as contemplated under 
Sec.33C(2). It is submitted that Petitioner workman has 
joined the services of the company in 1988 as per orders 
and further he was promoted as coal filler. Management 
has filed W.P. 1802/2005 against the order of this court in 
M.P.No. 1/2004 dated 4-2-2005 which is still pending. The 
employee concerned has not worked at all during the 
relevant period and as such he is not entitled for any wages 
as per the settled law ‘no work no pay’. Hence, petition be 
dismissed. 

4. Petitioner filed his affidavit and was cross 
examined by the Respondent, he marked documents Ex. W1 
to W9 with consent. Respondent has filed affidavit of Sri P. 
Venakateswarlu, Dy. Personnel Manager and the case is 
being fixed for cross examination of MW 1. 

5. It was informed on 17-2-2009 by the Learned 
Counsel for the Petitioner that Petitioner workman Sri Md. 
Shreef is dead and filed memo for bringing LRs on record. 
On 23-7-2010, non appeared from the side of Petitioner 
workman neither counsel for Petitioner nor LRs. No LR’s 
petition was filed as such, the case deserves to be dismissed 
in absence of Petitioner workman or his LRs. In absence of 
Petitioner or LRs petition the case is dismissed. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed by 
her corrected and pronounced by me on this the 23rd day 

of 2010. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
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Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined Witnesses examined for the 

for the Petitioner: Respondents: 

WW1: Sri Md. Shereef MW1 : Sri P. Venkateswarlu 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 


Ex.Wl: 

Pay slip 

Ex.W2 : 

Copy or order in M.P. 1 /2004 dated 4-2-2005 

Ex.W3 : 

Copy of representation of workman 
dt. 22-4-2005 

Ex.W4 : 

Acknowledgement of ANL parcel service 

No. 36211336 

Ex.W5 : 

Copy of representation of W W1 
dt. 23-4-2005 

Ex.W6 : 

Acknowledgement of ANL parcel service 

No. 36210903 

Ex.W7 : 

Copy of representation of WW1 dt. 7-2-2005 

Ex.W8 : 

Copy of representation of WW 1 
dt. 3-12-2004 

Ex.W9 : 

Copy of representation of WW1 
dt. 13-7-2005 


Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 

^ 19 SFTJ^rr. 2010 

g>T.37T. 2842.—fa31- 1947 (1947 
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[TT. T^T-22013/l/2010-3T1^3TR(m- II) | 

'£\. 1373. T 37 T. TT< 4 , TRt BTffiWT 

New Delhi, the 19th October. 2010 

S.O. 2842.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 99 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum- 
Labour Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexurc. in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of SCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 19-10-2010. 

[No. L-22013 120I0-1R (C-II)l 

D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 


qRfT VT TTTO 13,2010/^lfd^ 22, 1932 


4260 GI/10—19 



7834 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA:NOVEMBER 13,2010,'KARTIKA 22.1932 ( Par ! )! Si w 3t ii)| 


ANNEXURE 

BE F ORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBLNAL-CUM-LABOERCOURTAT 
HYDERABAD 

Present: Shri Ved Prakasn Gaur 
Presiding Officer 

Dated the 30rh day of August, 2010 

Industrial Dispute L,C No. 99/2007 

Between: 

Sri Dande Srinivas, 

S o Kayamall, 

C o Smt. A. .Sarojana. 

Advocate, FiatNo.G-7. 

Ground floor, Rajeshwari Gayatri Sadan, 

Opp. Badruka Junior College for Girls. 

Kachiguda. Hyderabad. ...Petitioner 

AND 

1. The Chief Gene ra I M an age r, 

MN. Singareni Collieries Company l td.. 

RG-I Area. Coda varik ban i. 

2. TheColiiery Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company I.td., 
GDK-2A Incline, Godavarikhani 
Karimnagar district. ... Respondent 

Appearances: 

l or the Petitioner: M s. A. Sarojana & K. Vasudeva 
Reddy, Advocates 

For the Respondent : M s. P.A.VV.S. Sarma& Vijayalaxmi 
Pangu!uri, Ad vocates 

AWARD 

This petition under See. 2 A{2 ) of the I D. Act, 1947 
was filed by Sri Dande Srinivas, ex. F.inployee of' M s. 
Singareni Collieries Company I.td.. in light of the judgment 
oftlic Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W.P. No. S395 of !989 dated 3-8 199.5 between Sri II. 
Climnappa and M s. Coitem Corporation olTnda and two 
otlieis challenging dismissal order dated I i-1 1-2003 for 
reinsiatinem into services with all consequent iai benefits. 

2. Petitioner filed claim petition stating therein that 
lie was appointed as badis filler on 23-7-2000 That he was 
issued with a charge’ sheet dated ! 0-4-2002 alleging that 
he worked only for 39 uiu.aers during the year 2001 which 
amounts to misconduct under Standing Orders of the 
company. He submitted his explanation on 15-5-2002 
explaining his inability to perform duties for not more than 
39 days Without considering his plea, enquiry was 
Ltunlucied with predetermined notion. That he was not 
L’iven proper opportunity during enquiry, basing on the 


lopsided enquiry, Enquiry Officer lie id charges against the 
Petitioner as proved, basing on the erroneous Endings ol 
the Enquiry Officer a show cause notice dated 28-5-2003 
was issued to the Petitioner, Petitioner pleaded his inability 
to perform the duties lor not more than 39 musters during 
2001 during enquiry and he also pleaded that he will attend 
for duty without absence in future. He has submitted that 
without considering his submissions, he was dismissed 
from service we.f 13-1 1-2003 vide office order dated 
11-11-2003 which is illegal, arbitrary and \iolative of 
principles of natural justice. And he reiterated the same 
grounds from para 3(a) to 3{m) regarding the manner in 
which enquiry was conducted. 

3. Petitioner submitted that he is the sole bread 
winner in his family, consisting of old aged parents, younger 
brother and unmarried sister and as a result ol his dismissal 
from services his family is left without any livelihood and 
the punishment awarded is too harsh, excessive and 
disproportionate to the charges alleged I le prayed to set 
aside the order of dismissal and direct the Respondent to 
reinstate the Petitioner into service with back wanes and 
all consequential benefits. 

4. Respondent has Hied counter statement It is 
submitted that Petitioner was initially appointed as bailh 
tiller on 25-7-2000 and ho worked at GDK No.2 A Inc line. I le 
remained absent in 2001 without leave. sufficient cause 
and he had put in only 39 musters, as such, he was issued 
with a charge sheet dated i 0-4-2002 under the company s 
Standing Orders No. 25.25 which reads as under: 

"Habitual late attendance or habitual absence from 
duty without sufficient cause." 

5. Charge sheet was received by him aid 
acknowledged by him. Petitioner submitted his explanation 
dated 15-5-2002 which was found not satisfactory. aN such 
enquiry was ordeted and notice was sent to Petitioner's 
residence by registered post acknow ledgemeni due but 
returned undelivered. 2nd notice dated 20-9-2002 was also 
sent by registered post acknowledgement due and 
acknowledged the same but did not attend enquiry on 
1-10-2002. for 3rd enquiry notice he requested tins. < >n 
27-1 1 -2002. Petitioner hilly participated in the enquiry. the 
enquiry was conducted complying principles of natural 
justice. Petitioner was explained with the procedure of 
enquiry, he did not take assistance of any co-worker oi 
office bearer and the proceedings were explained in I cluuu 
language and alter understanding the proceed in as only 
the Petitioner affixed his signature. As per charge xheel he 
was absent except on the following davs 

1. 3-6-2001 to 6-6-2001 sick with pax 

2. 1-5-200! paid holiday 

3. I 1-9-200! worked 

4. 26-9-200! 


worked 
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6. It was submitted by the Petitioner in this 
explanation that he was absent due to ill-health and he 
submitted a certificate dated 18-5-2002 issued by 
Dr. B. Pulla Reddy, Kalyankhani, but he failed to produce 
any valid documentary evidence to substantiate his alleged 
sickness. Basing on verification of records and voluntary 
admission of Petitioner the charges against the Petitioner 
has been proved. Respondent issued show cause notice 
dated 28-5-2003 enclosing copy of enquiry proceeding and 
enquiry report by registered post with acknowledgement 
due. Petitioner was counselled in presence of his family 
members and trade union leaders and colleagues on 
8-7-2003. Petitioner submitted an undertaking dated 
8-7-2003 assuring that he will put in 20 musters regularly in 
future. It is submitted that Petitioner was kept under 
observation period from 9-7-2003 to 8-10-2003, but he had 
put in nil musters during observation period, as such, 
Respondent was constrained to dismiss him w.e.f 
13-11 -2003. His attendance from 2000 to 2003 is as follows: 


2000 

49 days 

2001 

39 days 

2002 

7 days 

2003 

Nil 


7. It has been submitted that the Petitioner failed to 
produce valid documentary evidence to substantiate his 
statement of sickness. He would have availed medical 
facilities provided by the Respondent company. If any 
workman absents without prior notice it will hamper the 
work schedule of the Respondent company. It compels the 
Respondent to take severe action against the unauthorized 
absentees, as it was taken in the present case of the 
Petitioner. It has been submitted by Respondent that the 
case laws reported in State of U.P and others Vs. Ashok 
Kumar Singh and another 1996( 1 )SCC 302 and in Ashappa’s 
case are relevant to the present case. Petition and claim 
stater nt deserves to be dismissed. 

8 Both parties were directed to filed their respective 
evidence. Petitioner fled copy of enquiry' report, enquiry' 
proceeding and dismissal order. Respondent filed 
documents of enquiry proceeding, i.e, charge sheet, enquiry 
proceeding record, sick certificate from Janata clinic, 
enquiry report, show cause notice, undertaking of 
Petitioner. 

9. Petitioner’s counsel filed memo conceding validity 
and legality of the domestic enquiry held by Respondent 
on 30-1-2009, hence the domestic enquiry was held valid 
and arguments were heard under Sec. 11 A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 of both parties counsels. 

10. It has been argued by the Learned Counsel for 
the Petitioner that Petitioner was absent due to his ill-health 
and he produced sick certificate front Janata clinic issued 
bv Dr. B. Pulla Reddy. However, he could not produce any 


other documentary evidence in support of his sickness. 
He presented him self before the Enquiry Officer and staled 
before him that he was sick that was the reason that he 
could not attend to his duties. The Enquiry Officer has not 
considered this material aspect of the case nor has applied 
his mind to the fact of the case and the documents produced 
by the Petitioner workman during course of enquiry nor he 
gave any finding regarding the sickness of the workman, 
thus, the finding of the Enquiry Officer is perverse and the 
punishment based on such perverse finding is also illegal 
and invalid and deserves to be quashed. 

11. In view of the arguments, this tribunal has to 

see, 

(I) Whether the action taken against the Petitioner 
dismissing him from the services of the 
Respondent company is legal and justified ? 

(II) If not, to what relief the Petitioner is entitled to 7 

12. Point No.(l) : 1 have considered this material aspect ol 
the argument of the Learned Counsel lor the workman and 
have gone through the enquiry report. At page No. 2 of his 
report the Enquiry Officer has given cogeni reasons for 
not believing to the statement of the workman that he was 
sick or that he was under treatment of Janata clinic. 1'he 
reason given by the Enquiry Officer was that though the 
workman has produced sick certificate for a period horn 
4-1-200! to 18-5-2001 that he was taking treatment in private 
hospital, however, there is hospital in Kalyankhani from 
where the Petitioner could have treatment but workman 
has taken private treatment and did not report to the 
company’s hospital. Moreover the workman has attended 
to duties on 28-30 of January, 7th, 13th, 15th, 26th, of 
February, 1st, 7th, 21st. 23rd of March. 4th and 18th ot 
April, in the year 2001. this shows that the workman was 
not under continuous treatment of the Janata Hospital. 
The reason given by the Enquiry Officer is \er\ cogeni 
and based on evidence, as such, it can not be said that the 
Enquiry Officer has not considered the evidence oi the 
Petitioner workman nor has applied his mind to the fact of 
sickness and evidence given regarding the sickness-ol the 
Petitioner workman. Though the Petitioner workman has 
produced sick certificate of Dr. B. Pulla Reddy. who has 
mentioned in alleged sick certificate that the Petitioner was 
under his treatment since 4-1-2001. however in between 
1-1-2001 to i 8-5-2002, the workman attended for duties on 
the dates mentioned in the report of the Enquiry Officer. 
This proved that Petitioner workman was not under 
continuous treatment of Dr, B. Pulla Reddy and the sick 
certificate produced by the Petitioner workman was a 
concocted document and 1-inquiry Officer has given cogeni 
finding regarding not believing the statement and 
contention of the workman about his sickness. No other 
material point has been raised by Learned Counsel for the 
Petitioner, f rom the evidence on record it is proved that 
Petitioner workman has remained absent from January. ?()0! 
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to December, 2001, he put in only 39 musters during this 
entire period, as such, the finding arrived at by the Enquiry 
Officer that Petitioner workman was habitual absentee 
without any reason, is based on cogent evidence. This 
tribunal is also of the opinion that there is no ground to 
interfere with the finding of the Enquiry Officer and action 
taken by Respondent against workman is fully justifiable 
based on finding of Enquiry Officer. Point No.(I) is decided 
accordingly. 

13. Point No.(H): Learned Counsel for the Petitioner has 
argued that the punishment in the present case is 
disproportionate to the misconduct committed by the 
concerned workman. He should have been imposed with a 
lesser punishment mentioned in para 26(a) to (f) of the 
Standing Orders. Against this argument of the Learned 
Counsel for the Petitioner workman, the Learned Counsel 
for the Respondent has argued that Petitioner has not only 
remained absent during the period 2001 itself, but he 
remained absent in 2000 and later in the year 2002 and 2003 
also. Though he was charge sheeted for the year 2001 but 
the office record shows that workman attended only 49 
musters during 2000, only 7 musters in 2002 and Nil musters 
in the year 2003. Thus, the management has no other option 
but to dismiss the services of the Petitioner who is a 
unwilling and careless worker. 1 have considered this 
aigument. This point has been raised by the management 
through para 7 of the counter statement. Management has 
clearly stated that Petitioner workman attended for only 49 
musters in 2000, 7 musters in 2002 and Nil musters in 2003 
which goes to show that Petitioner workman was not only 
absent during the year 2001 itself but his conduct in 2000, 
2002 and 2003 also was not very fair. He appears to be a 
careless and negligent workman as such, the punishment 
imposed upon him can not be said to be disproportionate 
or shocking to the conscience of a judicious man, I have 
considered this argument. It is worth mentioning that 
Petitioner has not denied the contention raised in para 7 of 
counter statement. More over, he put in only 39 musters 
during entire period of 2001. His absence was without any 
reason as such, the punishment imposed upon workman is 
neither excessive nor disproportionate. Petitioner is not 
entitled to any relief. Point No. II is decided according.y. 

14. From the above discussion, this court is of the 
opinion that petition deserves to be dismissed and it is 
dismissed. Hence, this award. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected by me on this the 30th day of 
August, 2010. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evidence 

\\ itnesses examined for the Witnesses examined 

Petitioner for the Respondent 

NIL mil 


Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

NIL 
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New' Delhi, the 19th October, 2010 

S.O. 2843. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.98 
2004) oi the Central Government Industrial I ribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Hyderbad as shown in the Annexurc. in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of SCCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 19-10-2010. 

| No. L-22013/1/2010-iR (C-| I ) j 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNLXIRK 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present : Shri Ved Prakash Gaur, Presiding Office r 
Dated the 23 rd day of July, 2010 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 98/2004 
BETWEEN: 

The Area Secretary', 

(Sri Bandari Satyanarayana) 

Singareni Collieries Employees Union. 

(C1TU), Mandamarri. ... Petitioner l : n ion 

AND 

The General Manager, 

M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., 

Mandamarri Division, 

Mandamarri- 504231. ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. A.K. Jayaprakash Rim. k 

Srinivas Rao, P. Sudha. T. Bal 
Reddy, M. Govind & k Ajax 
Kumar, Advocates l or the 
Respondent: M s. P.A.VV.S. 
Sarnia and Vijayalaxmi Panuuluri. 
Advocates. 
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AWARP 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
Order No. L-22012/32 l/2003-lR(CM-U) dated 30-6-2004 
referred the following dispute under section 10( 1 )(d) of the 
I D. Act, 1947 for adjudication to this Tribunal between the 
management of M/s. Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., 
and their workman. The reference is, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the General Manager, M/s. 

Singareni Collieries Company Ltd., Mandamarri 

Division in not regularizing the services of Sh.Md. 

Shareef, Coal Filler in the post of General Mazdoor 

Cat.l working continuously since 8 years is legal and 

justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 

entitled?” 

The reference is numbered in this Tribunal as I. D. 
No. 98/2004 and notices were issued to the parties. 

2. Petitioner representative has filed his claim 
statement stating therein that the workman Sri. Md- Shareef 
has joined the services of the Respondent company in 
1988 as badli filler and made permanent and his services 
were utilized as General Mazdoor Category-l from 1993 but 
till date his services were not regularized as General 
Mazdoor Category-1. His juniors were regularized in that 
capacity. It is prayed this court to direct the Respondent 
for regularization of the services of Sri Md. Shareef as 
General Mazdoor Category-I. 

3. Respondent has filed counter statement. It is 
submitted that Petitioner workman has joined the services 
of the company on 4-3-89 as per orders and further he was 
promoted as coal filler. Coal filler post is equivalent to 
Category-V where as General Mazdoor’s post is in Category- 
I which is less that of coal filler which is equivalent to 
Category-V. It is settled proposition of law that mere acting 
in particular post does not confer any right to be absorbed 
in that particular post. Hence, no interference is required 
by this court, petition be dismissed. 

4. Petitioner Union filed chief examination affidavit 
of Sri Bandari Lingaiah in support of the claim and marked 
documents Ex. W1 to W5 and he was cross examined by 
the Respondent. Petitioner union has examined Sri Md. 
Shareef as WW 2 in his defence who has marked 
documents Ex. W6 to W13 and cross examined by the 
Respondent. 

5. Respondent has filed chief examination affidavit 
of Sri P. Venkateswarlu, Dy. Personnel Manager of the 
Respondent company. 

6. It was informed on 3-3-2009 by the Learned Counsel 
for the Petitoner union that Petitioner workman Sri Md- 
Shareef is dead and requested time for moving substitution 
application. On 23-7-2010, none appeared from the side of 
Petitioner workman neither counsel for Petitioner nor LRs. 
Case is dismissed in absence of Petitioner workman or LRs. 
In view of the circumstances, a ‘Nil Award' is passed in 


absence of Petitioner/LRs. 

Award' is passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri. personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected and pronounced by me on 
this the 23rd day of July, 2010. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR. Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined lor 

the Petitioner the Respondent 

WW 1: Sri Bandari Lingaiah MWl:Sri P. Venkateswarlu 

WW2: Sri Md. Shareef 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 


Ex.Wl: 

Copy of pay slip 

Ex. W2 

Copy of pay slip 

Ex. W3: 

Copy of representation of workman 

fx. W4: 

Copy of order in WP No. 6803.99 

Ex.WS: 

Copy of minutes of conciliation proceedings 

fx. W6: 

Copy of office order No. SMG Agt./2 93 407 
dtd. 16-8-93. 

Ex. W7: 

Copy of office order No. P M M/4/5/96/1280 
dtd. 26-6-96. 

fix.WS: 

Copy of office order No.SMG AG 1 2/96 221 
dtd. 29-6-96. 

Ex. W9: 

Copy of office order No.PJPA 261 -S'8-APPl 
5606 dtd. 30-9-89. 

Ex.WlO: 

Copy of office order No. MMR PKR P 033 
5725 dtd. 31-10-2005. 

Ex.Wll: 

Copy of office order No.MMR/PF.R/P/03 3 
5715 dtd. 31-10-05. 

Ex.Wl 2: 

Copy of office order No. MMR PERT'033/ 
5716 dtd.31-10-05. 

Ex.W13: 

Copy of office order No. MMR PER P/033' 
4911 dtd. 27-8-05. 


Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 19th October, 2010 

S.O. 2844,— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.266/ 
2000 ) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-No. 1, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the In^pstrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of FCI and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 19-10-2010 

f No. L-22012/500/1999-IR (CM-II)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIGYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOV ERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH. 

Case I. D. No.-266/2000 

The President Food Corporation of India Ancillary' Labour 
Union, Basti Sunwa\Vali,Ward No.2, NaiAbadi, Ferozepur 
(Punjab). 

...Applicant 

Versus 

FCI, Ferozepur, Distt.Manager,F.C.l. 15 ISant Lai Road, 
Ferozepur (Punjab), Ferozepur. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman : Shri B.N.Sehga! 

For the Management: Shri N.K.Zakhmi 

AWARD 

Passed on:-13-10-10 

The Government of India vide Notification No.L- 
22012.500/99-IR(CM-Jl), dated 13-07-2000 by exercising its 
powers under Section 10 of the industrial Disputes Act,(the 
act in short) has referred the following industrial dispute 
for adjudication to thisTribunai:- 


lieu ot notice and without payment ol relrenchmcni 
compensation on 26-03-1997. 

They had worked in the premises of Food 
Corporation of India and their services were supervised by 
the Officers of the management of Food Corporation of 
India. They were paid wages directly by the management 
of Food Corporation of India, for some period their wanes 
were not paid and the case relating to the recovers of wanes 
was filed in Ferozepur Civil Court which was decreed. 
Juniors to them w'ere retained in the services. I he above 
act of the management retaining juniors in service and 
terminating the services ol each workman b\ the 
management of Food Corporation of India without notice 
or payment of one month wages in lieu of notice and without 
payment of retrenchment compensation is illegal and void 
being against the provisions of the Act. Every workman 
has prayed for an order for reinstatement the services with 
all the consequential benefits 

The management appeared and opposed the claim 
petition by filing written statement. Preliminary objections 
were raised by the management that reference is bad in 
law because there is no union recognized by the FCI titled 
as Ancillary Labour Union. All the workman themselves 
have claimed to constitute the fictitious union having no 
recognition. Thus, the industrial dispute was raised 
without any authority. 

The second preliminary objections raised b\ the 
management is that there had been no master and servant 
relationship between the workman and management of Food 
Corporation of India. In the year 1996. 124 ancillary 
labourers were to be inducted on the receipt of their 
complete bio-data and medical fitness certificate which were 
received and considered by TMC. The names of any of the 
workman did not find figure in the list of 124 ancillary 
labourers.! he reason was that prior to the preparation of 
the list none of the workman was working with F.C.l 
I erozepur Depot in any capacity. 1 here is no record 
regarding the payment ol wages to any of the workman by 
the management of FCI and they were not at all under the 
administrative control of the FCI. On the basis of the above 
facts the management has prayer for dimissal of the claim 
of every workman. 


“Whether the action of the management of FCI in 
terminating the services of the workers (as in 
Annexure A) w’ithout paying them any 
retrenchment compensation is legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief the workmen are entitled ?” 

After receiving the reference parties W'ere informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. The 
case of the workman in nut shell is that every workman 
whose name figure in the enclosed list to the statement of 
claim had worked as ancillary labour in the Food 
Corporation of India in different depots at Ferozepur city. 
There services were illegally and arbitrarily terminated 
without notice or without payment of one month wages in 


Both of the parties were afforded the opportunitv for 
adducing evidence. Every workman filed his affidavit and 
he was cross-examined in detail by learned counsel for the 
management.The Area Manager, Ferozepur Shri Sandecp 
Shingal filed his affidavit on behalf of the management of 
FCI and he was cross-examined by learned counsel for the 
workman. On direction of the Tribunal relevant record was 
also placed before the Tribunal relating to the ancillary 
labourers, 124 in number,the set of documents is on record. 

I have heard the parties at length and perused the 
entire materials on record. 

The first objection raised by the management of FCI 
is that demand notice was not given and a dispute was not 
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raised by the competent union, hence, the industrial dispute 
is not maintainable. It is the settled law of service 
jurisprudence that even after the disptue is not raised by 
legally recognized union it is not bad and fettle and it is 
binding on the Tribunal to adjudicate the reference. On 
perusal of the evidence, it is evidently clear that all the 
workman in question formed the union for the purpose to 
file this case. Forming union and association is fundamental 
right of every human being protected under Aricle 19 of 
the Constitution and under the provisions of the Directive 
Principles of the state policy. If the union formed by the 
workman was not recognized by the FCI, it makes no 
difference for raising the industrial dispute. As stated earlier, 
even if the dispute is raised by any workman in individual 
capacity the Tribunal is bound to adjudicate that. The 
approach of the Tribunal should not be technical because 
law and judicial conscious can not be presumed to be 
static. Accordingly, 1 am of the view that there is no force in 
the contention of the management that industrial dispute 
was/is bad as not raised by the competent union. 

The next objection raised by the management is 
regarding the employer and employee relationship. The 
fate of the reference also depends on this issue. The 
management has categorically denied any master servant 
relationship. It is contended by the management that in the 
year 1996, 124, ancillary-labourers were appointed by the 
department of FCI in ferozepur depots as per the norms 
and on the basis of recommendations by TMC.TMC (Three 
Member Committee) was constituted in compliance of the 
directions given by Ishwari Parshad Committee. The list 
prepared on recommendation by TMC does not figure the 
name of any of the workman. On the basis of this document, 
it contended by the management that none of the workman 
has worked with FCI in Ferozepur depot in preceding 
three years from the date of preparation of the list. 

Moreover, it is not the management to prove the 
above issue. The workman as per the law is bound to prove 
this fact and the oral contention cannot be considered 
to be sufficient. Some cogent evidence has to be filed by 
the workman to prove the above issue. \ he workman has 
filed the copy of judgment by prescribed authority 
decreeing their claim for the payment of thier w-ages for 
certain period.The decree/judgment passed by the 
prescribed authority under the Payment of Wages Act, 
has been set-aside in the appeal. The fate of set-aside the 
judgment shall be that it will be presume that no judgment 
was passed in favour of the workmen. Apart from this, 
there in no iota of evidence on record to prove that 
workman were engaged by the management of Food 
Corporation of India, they have worked with the 
management, they w-ere paid wages by the management 
and they were under the administrative control of the 
management. 

For adjudication of the preliminary- objections, which 
is the main issues between the parties, the law laid down 


ONGC Contractual workers Union, 2008(LLR) 801,Supreme 
Court Case. In ONGC Shilcher’s case (supra) Hon ble the 
Apex Court has laid down certain criteria to establish the 
employer and employee realationship between the workman 
and the management of any enterprises. If the ratio of the 
judgment is applied in the instant case the workman have 
to prove the following facts: 

(1) That their existed a master and servant relationship 
between the workman and the management 
(workman was directly engaged by the management). 

(2) That the workman was under the administrative 
control of the management. 

(3) That there was no contractor in between the 
management and the workmen. 

(4) That the payment of wages was made good by the 
management to the workman directly and not by the 
contractor. 

(5) At the cost of the repetition the remittance rolls lor 
the payment of wages were made by the management 
and not by the contractor. 

Apart from the oral contention ol each 
workman, there is no iota of evidence to prove any of the 
above mentioned conditions. 1 hus, the workman have 
failed to prove that they were engaged by the management 
of Food Corporation of India in any capacity, they were 
paid wages by the management of FCI and they were under 
the adminstrative control of the management of FCI. Thus, 
there is no force in the claim of any ol the workmen. I he 
industrial dispute is accordingly answered. Let Central 
Government be approached for publication ol award, and 
thereafter, file be consigned to record room. 

G. K. SI 1ARMA. Presiding Officer 
19 3^^,2010 

^T.3TT. 2845.—fW , 1947 (1947 

14) \ 1 ^ 24^-HJuj rf Tirj ^T.fat.TTR 

op WTT4 ^ 7T43* fa 4 M 44 . 

-ippj tf ffe MfrcF fa TTfapr wym 3iViiPi+ 
cftTTii fr. I, TjugVre ^ tfriiH (*M 1 83/2003 ). ^ 

f, 7T7T47 3FT 19 10-2010 T7 W7T I^TT *41 I 

[ TT. T^-23012/27/2002-Sr? 3TR(% 11)1 
7F4, 3#4T4fl 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 2010 
S.O. 2845. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 ol 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Aw-ard (Ret. No. 18.s 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-No. 1, Chandigarh as shown in the Anncxurc, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 19-10-2010. 

[No. L-23012/27/2002-1R (CM-11)! 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO. Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIGYANENDRA KUMAR S HARM A, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH 
Case I.D. No-. 183/2003 

Shri Sachin Kumar S/oShri Lajja Ram,C/o Shri Tek Chand 
Sharma, 25, SantNagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

...Applicant 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer/TS, BBMB, SLDC Complex, 66 K.V.S. 
Station, Chandigarh. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman : Workman in person 
For the Management: Shri N.K.Zakhmi 

AWARD 

Passed on:-6-10-10 

The Government of India vide Notification No.L- 
23012/27/2002-IR(CM-II), dated 29-10-2003 by exercising 
its powers under Section 10 of Industrial Disputes Act,(the 
act in short) has referred the following industrial dispute 
for adjudication to thisTribuna!:- 

“Whether the action of the management of BBMB in 
terminating the services of Shri Sachin Kumar is 
legal and justified? If not, to what relief the workman 
is entitled ?” 

Alter receiving the reference parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. The 
case of the workman in nut shell is that he was appointed 
as Air Conditioner mechanic on 23-06-1998 by the Director 
P & C, BBMB, Industrial Area, Chandigarh. He was 
appointed in the pay scale ofRs. 3260-110-3480-130-4000 - 
150-4600-175-5300 with initial start of Rs.3370+DA and 
other allowances applicable from time to time. Instead of 
giving regular appointment he was appointed for 89 days, 
and thereafter, his services were terminated. His services 
were terminated illegally as no enquiry was conducted 
against him. His services were terminated on account of 
taking no interest in performance of his duties and having 
no knowledge about the trade he was appointed. 

The management appeared and contested the claim 
by filing written statement. It is contended by the 
management that workman was initially appointed for 89 
days as per the rules on the post of AC mechanic. After his 
joining, it came to the notice of the management that he is 
not having even the elementary knowledge of the trade he 
was appointed. He was unable to repair 3 tones AC and 
was taken no interest in learning the work. For it, the 
workman was also informed to take interest in the work 
deputed to him. The inter se correspondence between the 


officers of the department have also been made part of the 

record. 

Both of the parties were afforded the opportunity for 
adducing evidence. Evidence was recorded. The witness 
of the management filed the affidavit but he did not turn 
up in the Court for cross-examination. Accordingly, 
evidence of the management was closed. It was ordered by 
this Tribunal that as the witness who filed the affidavit has 
not been subjected to the cross-examination, the affidavit 
filed by the witness shall not be considered. The documents 
filed by the management have been admitted by the 
workman during the cross-examination 

I have heard both of the parties at length. It is 
contention of the workman that he was lawfully appointed 
and the work was of continuous nature. Without 
conducting any enquiry he was terminated from the 
services illegally. On the other hand, teamed counsel for 
the management has argued that workman was initialh 
appointed for 89 days on contract. On completion of 89 
days he has himself given the relieved report and he was 
accordingly relieved. The relived report is the part of the 
record. Learned counsel for the management has further 
argued that workman was not having even fundamental 
knowledge of his trade, he was appointed. The documents 
proved that he was not taking any interest in learning the 
work. Moreover, he has not completed 240 days of work so 
his termination was not protected under the provisions of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. 

On perusal of the materials on record, it is evidently 
clear that workman Shir Sachin Kumar was appointed as 
AC mechanic as he has diploma in concerned trade. 1 lie 
inter departmental correspondence proves it beyond doubt 
that during the period of 89 days it came to the notice of 
the management that workman was not having the 
elementary knowledge of the trade, he was appointed. It 
has also come to the notice of the management that lie was 
not taking the work sincerely and was not taken in learning 
the work. The workman was also suggested vide letter 
dated 11-08-1998 to take the work sincereiv and show his 
keen interest in iearning the work. On completion of 89 
days. Executive Engineer, under whom the workman was 
working has reported to the Director of the management 
not to consider the case of the workman for further 
extension. 

It is the settled principle of service jurisprudence 
that a perosn lawfully appointed has right to continue in 
the service and his services even during the probation or 
contractual period connot be terminated casually without 
conducting any enquiry, if any misconduct is alleged by 
the management. Meaning thereby, if the servies of the 
workman are terminated on account of any misconduct, an 
enquiry is mandatory. 

The question arises if the workman is not expertise 
in the job he was appointed,whether his termination 
constitutes misconduct? In my view, it is the case of not 
having essential qualification and not of misconduct. The 
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workman was not having even elementary knowledge of 
the trade. He was appointed as such on the said post even 
of having essential qualifications. The workman was 
suggested by the management to improve his productivity 
by taking keen interest in the work but the workman failed. 
Accordingly, it was not the case of the misconduct but 
lacking in essential qualifications. The management was 
justified not to consider his case for further extension. As 
stated earlier, baring termination on the ground of 
misconduct, the services of any worker on probation or on 
contract cannot be terminated without assigning any 
reason. That was done by the management and in my view 
the action of the management for exercising its option not 
to consider the case of the workman for extension of the 
services was right. The industrial dispute is accordingly 
answered. Let Central Government be approached for 
publication of the award and thereafter, file be consigned 
to record room. 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
■*i feft, 19 3^J5T, 2010 

3FTT.33T. 2846. —^fl'lPl* feT Slfaffe1947 (1947 
"4)1 14) ^ tJRT 17 ^ 7U4>K ^ -S«r^.77t. 

Ti^T. ^ ^ 3ftr 3^ 4)44)RT ^ #3, 

3 fife TPRFR 

3TfW*T, ^ 'qfe (Tfe WIT 246/93 ) ^ 

^ WTTT ^ 19-10-2010 ^ W7T ^37T «TT I 

[73. T^T-22012/259/1993-33T|3TR(7f-II) ] 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 2010 

S.O. 2846. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.246/93) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of WCL and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on 19-10-2010. 

[No. L-22012/259/1993-IR (C-Il)] 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTR1 BUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

NO. CGIT/LC/R/246/93 

Presiding Officer: Shri Mohd. Shakir Hasan 

The Chief General Secretary, 

M.P.K.K.M.P(HMS), 

PO Junnardeo, 

Distt. Chhindwara(MP) .. .Workman/Union 


Versus 

General manager, 

WCL, Kanban Area, 

PO Dungaria, 

Distt. Chhindwara (MP) ... Management 

AWARD 

Passed on 6th day of October, 2010 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-22012/259/93-1R(C-11) dated 
13-12-93 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication by this tribunal:- 

Whether the action of the management of WCL, 
KanhanArea, PO Dungaria, Distt. Chhindwara (MP) 
in dismissing Shri Daniel S/o Babulal, Ex-Peon of 
G. M. Office, Kanhan Area from services w .e.f. 
14-6-91 is justified? If not, to what re lief the workman 
is entitled to ?” 

2. The case of the workman/Union in short is that 
the workman Shri Daniel was peon of WCL, 
Kanhan Area since last 25 years. He met with 
road accident in 1989 and was fallen sick at 
Chhindwara and was admitted in the dispensary. 
He informed the management.He was 
chargesheeted vide order dated 24-11-90. I ie 
replied the chargeshect on 30-1 1-90. The 
departmental enquiry was fixed on different dates 
and he appeared in the enquiry. Lastly the 
departmental enquiry was held on 1-6-91 but he 
was not given opportunity to defind himself. I he 
defence witness was not allowed nor medical 
certificate was taken into evidence. Even his letter 
of information of his sickness was not considered. 
Lastly he was dismissed on 14-6-91 of his minor 
misconduct on his absence on account of 
sickness. It is submitted that the order of dismissal 
be set aside and the workman be directed to 
reinstate on the post with back wages. 

3. The management contested the reference by filing 
Written Statement in the case. The case of the 
management, interalia, is that the workman was 
peon of WCL, Kanhan Area, lie was habitual 
absentee without any justification without any 
information. He was admittedly chargesheeted on 
24-11 -90. It is stated that on 30-11 -90 the workman 
submitted a letter that he was unable to submit 
reply. On his unsatisfactory reply the departmental 
proceeding was initialed and Shri P.G. Jahangirdar. 
Dy. Personnel Manager, Kanhan Area was 
appointed Enquiry Officer (in short E.O.) on 30- 
12-90. The workman participated in the enquiry 
and E.O. followed the principle of natural justice. 
The full opportunity was given to the workman to 
defend himself. After enquiry, the E.O. found him 
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guilty of charges and submitted his report. The 
Disciplinary authority after considering the 
enquiry report passed the order dated 14-6-91 of 
dismissal from service. It is stated that in case if 
the Tribunal comes to the conclusion that a 
departmental enquiry was not legal and proper, 
the management be given opportunity to prove 
misconduct in court. It is stated that earlier also 
on a couple of occasions he was chargesheeted 
for habitual absence but on his written apology, 
the Disciplinary Authority dropped the 
proceeding.The attendance particulars of the 
workman during the year 1989 to 1991 is as 
follows. In 1989-165 days, in ! 990-79 days and in 
1991 -nil days were on attendance. It is submitted 
that the action of the management is justified and 
the workman is not entitled to any relief. 

4. During the course of proceeding, the Union/ 
workman absented. As such the then Tribunal 
proceeded exparte against the workman/Union on 
28-6-06. 

5. The following issues are framed- 

(i) Whether the enquiry is just, proper and 
legal? 

(ii) Whether the management is entitled to lead 
evidence before thisTribunal? 

(iii) Whether the charges of misconduct are 
proved on the facts of the case? 

(iv) Whether the punishment awarded is proper 
and leagl? 

(v) Relief and costs. 

6. Issue No. 1- 

All the issues are taken up finally because the 
proceeding is now exparte against the workman/ 
Union. On the pleadings of the parties, it is an 
admitted fact that the workman was chargesheeted 
and the workman had participated in the 
departmental proceeding. The only point raised 
that the workman was not given opportunity to 
defend himself. His witness was not allowed to 
be examined nor medical certificate nor his letter 
of information of sickness were considered. The 
departmental proceedings shows that three 
witnesses were examined and the workman and 
his co-worker declined to cross-examine the 
witneeses. The proceeding further shows that 
the workman had not adduced any evidence rather 
he had himself only examined in the departmental 
proceeding. He had admitted that he had not filed 
any medical certificate or sick certificate of 
Kanhan Area Hospital, The proceeding shows 
that full opportunity was given by the E.O. in the 


departmental proceeding. I find and hold lhai (he 
departmental enquiry conducted against the 
workman is valid and legal. This issue is 
accordingly answered, 

7. Issue No. 2 &3- 

No fresh evidence is examined in the reference on 
the point of facts. The departmental proceeding 
shows that three witnesses were examined by the 
management.They had supported the 
management case that the workman was habitual 
absentee without any information. 1 he 
management filed attendance particular of the 
workman which shows that in the year i 989-165 
days, in 1990-79 days and in 1991 there was no 
attendance of the workman. The medical certificate 
or sick certificate of Kanhan Area Hospital was 
not filed. The management had also filed 
documents of past antecedent which shows that 
he was habitual absentee and he had made 
apology and thereafter he was allowed and 
previous proceeding was dropped. I find that the 
findings of the E.O. was not perverse and the 
misconduct of habitual absenteeism was proved. 
I find that there is no need to adduce evidence 
to prove misconduct in Court. Both issues are 
decided in favour of the management and against 
the workman. 

8. issue No. 4 & 5- 

On the basis of discussion made above, it is clear 
that the misconduct is established in the 
departmental proceeding. I do not find any reason 
to interfere in the order of punishment. The action 
of the management appears to be justified. 
Accordingly the reference is answered. 

9. In the result, the award is passed without any 
order to costs. 

10. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India Ministry of Labour & 
Employment as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN. Presiding Officer 
^ fTorft, 20 3FRJ5R, 2010 

'3ST.3TT. 2847.-341^'lf'l'T tyRK 3Tfafwt, 1947 ( 1947 

^1 14) rtTTT ] 7 oft 3t^-R u l $-’H341 

faeRlkii ^ tV-lWl 3TR 

cJpWrI tf afraita 

aikiipl* arfSRRTAR RI4H4-2, ^ TR?! 

TTCRT 74/2003 ) Rt y+lfold Trt/ft Rt ^#4 3ERR 
Rt 20-10-2010 RT fSTT STT ! 

[TT. T^T-30011/67/2003-3^ 3JTTCtnq) ] 

ytfnTTrt 7R, 3TfRTKT 

New' Delhi, the 20th October, 2010 

S.O. 2847.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial DisputcsAct, 1947 (14 oi l 947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 74 2003) of the 
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Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court-2, 
Mumbai now as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bombay Intelligence Security (I) Ltd. and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 20-10-2010. 

[ No. L-30011/67/2003-1R (M)] 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

A. A.LAD, Presiding Officer 
Reference No. CGIT-2/74 of2003 

Employers in Relation to the Management of Bombay 
Intelligence Security' (I) Ltd., 

The Personnel Manager, 

Bombay Intelligence Security (I) Ltd., 

9/3 A, Swamilia Shah Co-op.Hsg. Society Ltd; 

Garden Lane, Beh. Ashreya Cinema, 

Ghatkopar, Mumbai 400086 ... First Party 

V/s. 

Their workman 
The President, 

Transport & Dock Workers Union, 

P.D. Mellow Bhavan,Camac Bunder, 

Mumbai 400038 ... Second Party' 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Employer Mr. S.C. Hegde, Advocate 

For the Workman : Mr. A.M. Koyande,Advocate 

Date of reserving the Award 1: 27-07-2010 
Date of passing the Award 1: 05-08-2010 

AWARD-PART I 

The matrix of the facts as culled out from the 
proceedings are as under : 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No.L-3001 l/67/2003-IR(M) dated 21 st October, 
2003 in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the Contractor M/s. Bombay 
Intelligence Security (I) Ltd. in removing from service 
Sh. Janardhan Singh justified? If not to what relief 
the workman is entitled? 

2. Statement of Claim is filed by the Secretary of the 
Union i.e. Secretaryof the Transport & Dock Workers Union 
at Exhibit 9 stating and contending that, the concerned 
workman Shri Janardhan Singh joined services of the 1 st 
Party' with effect from 27-9-1991 as a Security Guard. 
According to Union 1st Party is engaged in the business 
of providing security services to its coustomers on the 
contract basis. It is contended by the Union that 1st Party 
provides security personnel e.g. Security Guards, armed 


guards, supervisors etc. to its customers as per the 
requirements after entering into the contract. According 
to Union concerned workman w'as posted as Security Guard 
at ONGC’s residential colony at Bandra Kurla Complcx.lt is 
stated that, on 18-10-1999 the concerned workman at about 
3.20 hours was on duty. It is case of the Union that, though 
he was on duty and taking rest. Supervisor falsely informed 
that,the concerned workman was found sleeping on duty. 
It is contended that, accordingly charge sheet was served 
on the concerned workman and show cause notice which 
was replied by the concerned workman, it is contended 
that, the Inquiry' Officer conducted the enquiry without 
following due process of law' and without giving 
opportunity to the concerned workman and to represent 
him. According to Union the concerned workman who is 
almost illiterate participated in the enquiry-. Even it is stated 
by the Uni on that, the Defence Representative who 
appeared for the concerned workman was not acquitted 
with the enquiry proceedings. It is contended that, the 
Enquiry Officer did not allow his Defence Representative 
to lead his defence and he did not consider the 
documents on record. Even it is al leged that, the concerned 
workman acknowledged the report dated 19-10-1999 where 
it was written, security guard found‘alter’. It is his contended 
that, it w'as then cancelled and introduced by word 
‘sleeping’which is fabricated just to harass the concerned 
workman. It is further alleged that, the enquiry officer did 
not appreciate the evidence on record and consider it while 
giving finding. It is contended that, the concerned workman 
is out of job from the date of his termination and is not in 
the employment.So it is prayed that, 1 st Party be directed 
to reinstate him with benefits of back wages and continuity 
of service. 

3. This is disputed by the 1st Party by filing written 
statement at Exhibit 11 stating and contending that, the 
enquiry was fair and proper It is stated that, finding is not 
perverse. It is stated that, full opportunity was given to 
the concerned workman. It is stated that, concerned 
workman was found sleeping when officer of the 1st Party 
Mr. Anil Kumar Sharma visited the piace of work of the 
concerned workman at 3.20 hours on 18-10-1999 when he 
was posted at residential colony at Bandra Kurla Complex.lt 
is case of the 1 st Party that, accordingly he submitted the 
report and action w'as taken by the management after 
issuing show cause notice and charge sheet. It is stated by 
the 1st Party that, enquiry' was conducted by giving full 
opportunity to the concerned workman. It is contended 
that. Inquiry' Officer is totally outsider and independed 
Enquiry Officer w'ho conducted enquriy by giving full 
opportunity to the concerned workman and submitted 
his report with details by giving all the facts and evidence 
placed before him. It is contended that, after giving full 
opportunity to the concerned workman finding was given 
by the Enquriy office and opportunity w as given to him. It 
is contended that, relying on that action of termination 
was taken which is just and proper and does not require 
any interference. It is stated that, in case of Security Guard 
if he found sleeping w'hile on duty, it is a serious 
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misconduct’ which is committed by the concerned 
workman and for that he cannot be excused. 

4. Rejoinder is filed by the 2nd Party at Exhibit 13 
stating and contending that,on the basis of the fabricated 
report, the Enquiry officer prosecuted and action was 
taken on it which require to set aside. 

5. In view of the above pleadings Issues were 
framed at Exhibit 16. Out of them Issues No. 1 and 2 are 
treated as preliminary' Issues which I answered as follows: 

ISSUES FINDINGS 

1. Whether enquiry was fair Yes 

and proper? 

2. Is finding perverse? No 

REASONS: 

ISSUE No. 1 & 2 

6. Case of the Union is that, the concerned workman 
Janardhan Singh was falsely implicated on fabricated report 
of the officer of the 1 st Party Shri Anil Kumar Sharma who 
alleges that, the concerned workman was found sleeping 
on duty' on 18-10-1999 at 3.20 hours when he took routine 
round at the residential colony of ONGC at Bandra-Kurla 
Complex. According to Union, the concerned workman was 
taking rest and false report was submitted by the officer 
of the 1st Party, Shri Anil Kumar Sharma. Besides it is alleged 
that, the enquiry was not fair and proper and finding was 
perverse. It is also alleged that, no opportunity given to 
the concerned workman. All this is denied by the 1st Party. 

7. To support that 2nd Party' Union filed affidavit of 
2nd Party at Exhibit 24 , in lieu of his examination-in-chief, 
where he is silent about the enquiry and perversity' of the 
finding. He went on describing the steps taken by the officer 
of the 1st Party, reply given by him and the finding given 
by the Enquiry officer. It is to be noted that, he did not 
state anywhere how enquiry' is not fair and proper and how 
finding is perverse. On the contrary' in the cross he admit 
that, he was served with the charge sheet which he replied. 
He states that, he attended enquiry on all dates. He admit 
that, enquiry' was conducted in Hindi and proceeding was 
also written in Hindi. He states that, he was signing every 
day’s proceedings. He states that, A.K.Pandey was 
witness of the Management was cross examined by his 
representative. He volunteers that, no proper recording 
was done by the Enquiry- Officer. On that he states that, 
he did not complained in wirting about proceedings properly 
not written by the Enquiry Officer. He admit that, he is 
aware of the finding given by the Enquriy officer and admit 
that copy of it was served on him. He states that, he replied 
the findings. He states that, no written complaint was made 
by him alleging that, opportunity was not given to him to 
lead evidence. On that, he closed evidence by filing closing 
purshis at Exhibit 25. 

8. Then matter was adjourned for recording evidence 
of Management. Number of dates were given, lastly 
Management failed to lead evidence.On thit it is treated 
that, evidence was closed by Management and the 
reference was fixed for arguments. Even written argument 


[Part II—Sec . 3(ii)l 


is submitted by the workman at Exhibit 30, through his 
Advocate. No written argument is submitted by the 1st 
Party. 

9. Here copy of enquiry proceedings is filed by the 
1st party with Exhibit 17. It is in the original from. Said 
reveals that, Enquiry Offier recorded proceedings in I lindi 
and all these proceedings reveal that, it is signed by the 
concerned workman, his Defence Representative. 
Management and Enquiry Officer. It reveals that, number 
of dates are given. It reveals that, enquiry' was cocnducted 
and the proceedings were recorded in question and answer 
form. Even it reveals that, in the enquiry concerned w orkman 
was examined by the Management representative. Even 
Enquiry Officer gave his finding and copy of the decision 
at page 28 to 34 of Exhibit 17. 

10. After going through the report of the Enquiry- 
Officer and the proceedings produced w ith Exhibit I 7 at 
pages 1 to 26,1 find, enquiry is fair and proper and finding 
not perverse. Even is not shown by the 2nd Party how it is 
not fair and proper and finding not perverse. On the 
contrary Enquiry Officer considered the evidence before 
him. It reveals that, he scrutinized evidence as well as 
witnesses evidence. It also reveals that, he also considered 
the case made out by both and gave finding. It is not proved 
by the 2nd Party' that, how the report submitted by Mr. A jit 
Kumar Sharma is fabricated ? No any light is thrown on 
case made out of deletion of word ‘alert’ and adding the 
W'ord ‘sleeping’with it. 

11. It is to be noted that, the concerned workman 
was Security Guard and it is to be noted that, the allegation 
is that, he was found “sleeping". Witness examined the 
statements that, he was sleeping. 

12. The stand taken by the 2nd Party that, other 
persons who were also found with him, are kept m the 
employment of the 1st Party but this person is onlv 
removed. I think that is not the ground to consider the case 
of the concerned workman in that spirit since some 
sympathy might have been shown to Shrivaslava other 
person which cannot be a parameter to consider his case. 
We do not know' in what circumstances sympathy might 
have shown, if shown to Shrivastava ? No evidence is led 
:•> concerned workman on the said point to show biasness 
>'•< -he 1st Party in retaining said Shrecwastava and 
i amoving him. 

13. If W'c consider al I this, coupled with the case made 
out by both 1 am of the view that, enquiry is fair and 
proper. 1 also conclude that, finding is not perverse as 
alleged by the Union. So 1 answer above Issues to that 
effect, ,.nd passes the following order: 

ORDER 

a. Enquiry is fair and proper; 

b. finding not perverse; 

c. both to appear on the point of 
quantum of punishment on the date given. 

Mumbai, A. A. LAD, Presiding Off icer 

5th August, 2010 


*•!» r 
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New Delhi, the 20th October, 2010 

S.O. 2848,— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref, No. 21/ 
2010) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-2, 
Mumbai now as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M/s. Dr. P. R. Hede Mines and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 20-10-2010. 

[No. L-2901 l/18/2009-IR(M)] 
D. S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No. 2, MUMBAI 

Present: A. A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-2/21 of 2010 

Employers in Relation to the Management of 
M/s. D. P.R. Hede Mines 

M/s. Dr. P.R. Hede Mines 
Dr. Malhotra House, 

P.B.No. 187, Panaji, 

Goa-403 001. ...First Party 

V/s. 

Their Workmen 

The General Secretary, 

Goa Mine Workers Union, 

Dr. Mukkund Building, 2nd Floor, 

Vasco-da-Gama, 

Goa403 802 ...Second Party 

APPEARANCE: 

For the Employer : Mr. K. V. Nadkarani, Representative 

For the Workmen : S/Shri Thalmann Pradeep Pereira, 
Laxmikant Shankar Salkar, 

Nand Kisohre Dubey, Advocates. 

Date of passing the Award : 07-07-2010 


AWARD 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No.L-29011 /18/2009-IR(M) dated 16th February, 
2010 in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. P.R. 

Hede Mines, Collem, Goa, in serving retrenchment 

Notice to all the workmen dated 6-5-2009 is legal and 

just. What relief the workmen concerned are entitled 

to and from which date? 

2. Claim Statement is filed by the 2nd Party at Exhibit 
6 and written statement by 1st Party at Exhibit 7. 

3. Actually in Claim Statement the concerned 
workman referred to a Settlement dated 28-10-2009 and pray 
to pass an Award accordingly. Same stand is taken by 1 st 
Party in the reply filed at Exhibit 7 stating that Reference be 
answered in view of the Settlement dated 28-10-2009. 
Hence, the order: 

ORDER 

Reference is disposed off in terms of Settlement dated 
28-10-2009 with no order as to its costs. 

Mumbai, 7th July, 2010. 

A.A. LAD, Presiding Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIL TRIBUNAL No. 2 AT MUMBAI. 

Reference No. CGIT - 2/21/2010 
BETWEEN 

Employers in relation to the Management of 
M/s. P.R. Hede Mines 

AND 

Their Workmen 

May it Please Yours Honour Application for Passing 
Award in Terms of Settlement 

1. The Employers in relation to the Management oi 
M/s. P.R. Hede Mines crave leave of the Hon’ble 1 ribuna! 
to submit the following for consideration and an appropriate. 
Award in terms of the Settlement dated 28th October, 2009 
arrived at under Section 12(3) read with Section 18(3) of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 before the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Vasco - Da-Gama, Goa, between 
the Management of M/s. P.R. Hede Mines and their 
workmen represented by Local Works Committee members, 
Collem Mines in the matter of Notice of Retrenchment 
dated 06-05-2009 issued to the workmen by the 
Management. 

2. The Government of India in the Ministiy of Labour 
by its Order under Ref No. L~ 19011/18/2009-1 R(M) referred 
the dispute between the Management of M/s. P.R. Hede 
Mines, Collem Mines and their Workmen in the matter of 
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Retrenchment Notice dated 06-05-2009 issued to the 
workmen and the terms of reference referred for adjudication 
by this Hon’ble Tribunal as under : 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. RR. 

Hede Mines, Collem, Goa in serving retrenchment 

Notices to all the workmen dated 06-05-2009 is legal 

and just. What relief the workmen concerned are 

entitled to and from which date?” 

3. The Employers in relation to the Management of 
M/s. RR. Hede Mines submits.tnat they had retrenched all 
the workmen at their Collem Mines w.e.f. 6th May, 2009 on 
account of non-renewal of Mining lease, Pending clearance 
by Wildlife Advisory Board. The said matter was raised in 
an Industrial Dispute by the Union namely Goa Mine 
Workers Union, Vasco-da-Gama, Goa before the Asstt. 
Labour Commissioner, (Central), Vasco-Da-Gama. 

4. The dispute raised by the Union was taken up 
with the Management of M/s. P.R. Hede Mines, Collem 
Mines, Goa, by the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, (Central), 
Vasco- Da-Gamaand the proceedings were held on various 
dates and Finally the matter ended in failure of conciliation 
on 06-10-2009 due to divergent views of both the parties 
and Failure of Conciliation Report was submitted to the 
Ministry of Labour & Employment vide file No. V A5(2)/ 
09-10 dated 13-10-2009 by the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, 
(Central), and Conciliation Officer, Vasco-Da-Gama, Goa, 
endorsing copy thereof to both the parties. 

5. The Management of M/s. P.R. Hede Mines submits 
that even though the matter was recorded in failure and the 
failure of Conciliation Report was submitted to the 
Government of India, Local Committee of the Workers 
continued their dialogue with the Management after 
approaching the Management for discussing the matter 
for an amicable settlement. After the detailed discussion at 
the bilateral level Workers Committee and the Management 
realized that there was a scope for a amicable settlement of 
the issue and therefore the Management and the Local 
Workers Committee members representing the Workers 
approached the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Central, and 
Conciliation Officer, Vasco Da Gama, Goa, requesting the 
Conciliation Officer to intervene in the matter. Accordingly, 
discussions were held in the Office Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner, (Central), and Conciliation Officer, Vasco- 
Da- Gama, Goa, between the Management and Workers 
represented by Local Workers Committee members. 

6. After series of discussion and deliberations as a 
result of persuasion made by the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner, (Central), and Conciliation Officer, Vasco- 
Da-Gama, Goa, both parties agreed to resolve the dispute 
amicably and a Settlement dated 28th October, 2009 was 
arrived at under Section 12(3) read with Section 18(3) of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 before the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner(Central), Vasco - Da - Gama, Goa, between 
the Management of M/s. P.R. Hede Mines and their 
workmen represented by Local Workers Committee 
members, Collem Mines in the matter of Notice of 
Retrenchment dated 06-05-2009 issued to the workmen by 
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the Management. A copy of the Settlement dated 28-10- 
2009 is attached and marked as Annexure A-l. 

7. The Management hereby submits that in view of 
the Settlement arrived at between the parties the dispute 
arising out of Notice of Retrenchment dated 06-05-2009 
served on the Management having been withdrawn and all 
the workers affected by the Retrenchment Notice have 
since been reinstated in the services of the Employer. The 
dispute stands conclusively settled which has been duly 
endorsed in Clause 7 of the Settlement, Annexure A-1, which 
we quote here below :— 

Clause 7 of the Settlement dated 28-10-2009: 

“ Both the parties hereby agree that in view of the 
above settlement and the employer having agreed to 
withdraw the retrenchment notices, the dispute raised by 
their Union before the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Centra!) which has resulted in recording failure of 
conciliation now stands conclusively settled, and that the 
workers have no further dispute with the employer, 
regarding termination of their services arising out of 
retrenchment of their services w.c. f. 07-05-2009” ~ 

8. The Management hereby submits that in view of 
the Settlement dated 28-10-2009 under File No. V A-5( 6) / 
09-10, a copy of which is annexed at Annexure A-1 for the 
perusal of the Hon’ble Tribunal, the dispute referred to 
this Hon’ble Tribunal by the Government of India, as per 
the terms of reference, stands conclusively settled and 
therefore no dispute survives before this I lon’ble Tribunal 
for adjudication and that the Hon’ble Tribunal may please 
dispose off the present reference as the dispute is 
conclusively settled by a Settlement dated 20-10-2009. 

9. In view of the forgoing submission it is respectfully 
prayed that Hon’ble Tribunal on consideration of the 
Settlement which is at Annexure A-i signed between the 
parties before the Conciliation Officer, be pleased to pass 
an Award to that effect in terms of the Settlement, and 
dispose ofTthe matter accordingly. 

For Employers in relation to M/s. P.R. 1 lede Mines 

(Shailesh R. Bharne) 
Asstt. General Manager- 

Place: Vasco-Da-Gama, Goa. 

Date: 7-07-2010 

VERIFICATION 

1, Shailesh R. Bharne, Asstt. General Manager. 
M/s. P.R. Hede Mines, do hereby solemnly affirm, and state 
that contents of para I to 5 of this Application are true to 
my knowledge and contents of paragraph 6, 7 and 8 arc- 
based on records and Settlement which J believe to be true. 

Solemnly affirmed at Vasco-Da-Gama, Goa, on this 
7th day of July, 2010. 

(Shailesh R. Bharne) 
Asstt. General Manager 
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FORM-H 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 
(See Rule 58) 

Memorandum of Settlement arrived at under section 
12(3) read with section 18(3) of the Industrial DisputesAct, 

1947 before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Vasco-da-gama, Goa, on 28th October, 2009 Between the 
management of Dr. P.R. Hede, Collem Mines, Goa, and Their 
Workmen represented by local workers committee members, 
Collem Mines over the notice of retrenchment dated 
6-5-2009 issued to the workmen by the management. 

File No.V A-5(6)/0910 Dated 28th October, 2009. 

NAME OF THE PARTIES 

Representing the Management 

1. Mr. Charudatta Parab, 

Administrative Manager, 

M/s. DR. P. R. HEDE MINES. 

Representing the Workmen 

1. Mr. Braz Fernandes, 

Local Workers Committee Member. 

2. Mr. Sudesh Bhanudas Vimodkar, 

Local Workers Committee Member. 

3. Mr. ShekharNaik, 

Local Workers Committee Member. 

SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

The Goa Mine Workers Union vide their 
representation dated 11-5-2009 has raised an industrial 
dispute against the management of M/s. Dr. PR. Hede, 
Collem Mine, Goa over the notice of retrenchment dated 6- 

5- 2009 issued to their workmen by the management. The 
issue raised by the Union was taken up with the 
management of M/s. Dr. P.R. Hede, Collem Mine, Goa and 
conciliation proceedings were held on various dates and 
finally the matter ended in failure of conciliation on 

6- 10-2009 due to divergent views of both the parties and 
F.O.C. Report was also submitted to the Ministry of 
Labour and Employment vide File No. VA-5(2)/09-10 dated 
13-10-2009 endorsing copy thereof to both the parties. On 
28-10-2009 both the management and the workmen 
represented by their Local Workers Committee approached 
this authority and stated that after submission of the F.O.C. 
Report to the Ministry, both the parties had bilateral 
discussions and there is scope for an amicable settlement 
of the issues and hence requested Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Vasco, and Conciliation Officer to 
intervene in the matter. Accordingly, protracted discussions 
are held between the parties on 28-10-2009 and after 
prolonged discussions and deliberation and as a result of 
the persuasion made by the ALC(C), Vasco., both the parties 
agreed to resolve the dispute amicably on the following 
terms and conditions: 


TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. It is agreed by the Employer M/s. Dr. Hede Mines to 
withdraw the retrenchment notices dated 6-5-2009 
issued to 18-workmen and further agrees to lake the 
workers back in employment w'.e.f. 28-10-2009. 

2. It is agreed between the parties that the workers who 
have been served with retrenchment notices and paid 
retrenchment compensation and other legal dues on 
7-5-2009, at the time of retrenchment, as provided under 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, by virtue of 
principles laid down by the Apex Court ”No Work No 
Pay”, these workers are not eligible for any wages lor 
the intervening period from 8th May, 2009 till their 
reporting back for duty on or before 27-10-2009. 
However, as a gesture of good will and generosity 
and in considering the appeal made by the workers, 
the employer hereby agrees to pay those workers who 
are parties to this settlement and affected by 
retrenchment, wages for the period from date^ o! 
retrenchment till their reporting back tor on duty, in 
three instalment from January to February, 2010. 
However, this shall not be a precedent and workers 
carrying out their duties and responsibilities as per 
the terms set out in this settlement. 

3. Workers on their part hereby agrees and affirm that in 
view of the good gestures shown by the Employer of 
withdrawing the retrenchment notices and further 
agreeing to take them back in services to all those 
workmen, who are parties to this settlement and also 
further agreeing to pay wages for the intervening 
period as set out the forgoing clause-2 above in 
considering the personal appeal made to the Employer 
by the individual worker and the Local Committee 
Members, Collem Mines, all the workers being party' 
to this settlement, they on their being taken back in 
the employment on withdrawing the retrenchment 
notices, hereby agrees that they shall immediately 
restore normalcy at their work place at Collem Mines 
and shall also follow strict discipline and further ageees 
that they shall not in any manner indulge or involve in 
any activities against the interest of the employer and 
the trading activities of the employer at their Collem 
Mines. 

4. It is further agreed by the workers that they shall give 
full co-operation to the Management on being taken 
back on duty, and carry out such duties as required 
by the employer in carry ing out their trading activities 
namely of sorting, clearing, cleaning, separating, re¬ 
stacking of the stacked ore on gradation and separation 
and will also follow such instructions of the employer 
while on duty, in transporting the stacked or from the 
private plots at their Collem Mines, to the destination 
out side mining area and as required by the employer/ 
employers representative or the officers of the 
employer. 

5. The Employer has clearly made the workers to 
understand that their Collem Mines Mining Lease have 
not been renewed to enable them to start full scale 
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Mining excavation activities, as the employer could 
not fulfil various conditions laid down by the State 
Government and the Central Government. 

6. It is hereby specifically agreed by the Local Workers 
Committee Members, Collem Mines and the workmen 
individually that they shall not resort to any agitational 
method at their Collem Mines during the currency of 
this settlement. 

7. Both the parties hereby agree that in view of the above 
settlement and the employer having agreed to withdraw 
the retrenchment notices, the dispute raised by their 
Union before the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central) which has resulted in recording failure of 
conciliation now stands conclusively settled, and that 
the workers have not further dispute with the employer 
regarding termination of their services arising out of 
retrenchment of their services w.e.f. 7-5-2009. 

SIGNATURE OF THE PARTIES 
Rep. the Management 

S d./- 

(Charudatta Parab) 

Rep. the Local Workers Committee 

Sd ./- 

(Braz Fernandes) 

Sd ./- 

(Sudesh Bhanudas Vimodkar) 

Sd./- 

(Shekhar Naik) 

Sd ./- 

(KaramChand) 

Asstt. Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Vascodagama, Goa. 

Place: V asco-Da-Garna, 

Date: 28-10-2009. 

Witness: 

Shri P. Kumaran, 

P.A. to All (C), 

Vasco., Goa. 

SIGNATORIES OF TOE PARTIES 
Representing Employer 

Shailesh Bhame 
Asst. General Manager 

Representing Employees 

Mr Braz Fernandes 
Local Workers Committee member 
Mr Sudesh Bhanudas Vimodkar 
Local Workers Committee member 
Mr. Shekhar Naik 

Local Workers Committee member. 

PrakashAikar 
Shaba Gaonkar 
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Vishwanath Khedekar 
Sadanand Naik 
Gokuldas Khedekar 
Sashikant Shivdekar 
Nandu Desai 
Premanand Dessai 
Umesh Devidas 
Siddesh Gaonkar 
Prakash Dessai 
Vishnu Devidas 
Nilesh Naik 
Barappa Hallavi 
Rupali Prabhu 
Panaji-Goa, 

Date:23-I0-2009 

20 3TCRJ3T, 2010 
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New Delhi, the 20th October, 2010 

S.O. 2849.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 194 
94) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Anncxure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M-'s. S. Goenka Lime & Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 20-10-2010. 

[No. L-29012/13/94-1R(M)| 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM -LABOUR COl RT, 

JABALPUR 
No. CGIT/LC/R/194/94 
Presiding Officer: Shri Mohd. Shakir Hasan 

Dr. Bjpin Bihari Tiwari, 

Jabalpur Jila Khadan Choona 
Karmchari Sangh, Amahata, 

Khalwara Bazar Kymore, 

Distt. Jabalpur (MP) ... Workman/Un ion 
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Versus 

M/s. S. Goenka Lime & Chemicals Pvt. Ltd., 

Harriya, H.O.Goenka Bhawan, 

Station Road Katni, 

Distt. Jabalpur ... Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 6th day of September, 2010 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-29012/13/94-IR (Vividh) dated 5-10- 
94 has referred the following dispute for adjudication by 
this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. S. 
Goenka Lime & Chemicals Pvt. Ltd. HarraiyaTehsil 
Katni, Distt. Jabalpur (MP) in terminating the services 
of Shri Ram Pratap Patel, Man Singh, Gyanendra 
Singh, Dadua, Jamuna Bai and Kamlaw.e.f. April 1993 
is justified? If not to what relief the concerned 
employees are entitled to?* 1 

2. The case of the Union/workmen in short is that the 
workmen namely Shri Ram Pratap Patel, Mansingh, 
Gyanendra Singh. Dadua, Jamuna Bai and Kamla were 
initially employed with the non-applicant and they worked 
under the non-applicant for about ten years continuously 
but their services had been terminated without complying 
the provision of Section 25-F of the Industrial Dispute Act, 
1947 (in short l.D. Act, 1947). The action of the management 
also covered under item 10 schedule Vth of the l.D. Act 
and is said to be unfair labour practice. It is submitted that 
the termination be set aside and the workmen be reinstated 
with full back wages. 

3. The management/non-applicant appeared and 
contested the reference by filing Written Statement. The 
case of the management inter alia is that the Union is a 
forged Sangh running in the name of Shri D P. Pathak as a 
President who had denied any connection with the alleged 
Union. This Union is also not affiliated with INTUC as has 
been claimed by the applicant. It is stated that the alleged 
workers were never employed with the non-applicant at 
any time for any period. The question to give any 
retrenchment notice or retrenchment compensation does 
not arise. The claim of the Union is false, Malicious and 
malafide and the question of termination does not arise. It is 
submitted that the Union/workman is not entitled to any relief. 

4. During the course of proceeding, the Union 
became absent. Lastly the Tribunal proceeded exparte 
against the Union/workmen on 16-1-07. 

5. On the basis of the pleadings, the following issues 
are framed 

I. Whether the workmen were ever employed with 
the managcment/non-applicant as has been 
claimed? 

IE. Whether the action of management in 
terminating the services of the workmen w.e.f. 
April 1993 is justified? 


III. To any other relief, the workmen are entitled? 

6. Issue No. 1 

Since the reference is proceeded exparte against the 
Union/workmen, there is no chit of paper or any evidence 
to established that the workmen were ever employed w ith 
the non-applicant/management. The management has 
adduced one witness namely Shri Anand Goenka. lie is 
Director there. He has stated that the alleged workmen 
were never employed in the organization and the statement 
of the Union is absolutley false. I lis evidence is unrebutted. 
There is no reason to disbelieve the evidence. The burden 
is on the Union/workmen to prove that they were employees 
of the non-applicant and had continuously worked for ten 
years. In absence of any evidence, the claim of the Union 
that they were employees of the non-applicant is not 
proved. This issue is decided in favour of the management. 

7. Issue No. II & III 

Since it is established that they were not employee 
of the non-applicant, then the question of terminal ion does 
not arise. It is evident that they are not entitled to any 
relief. Accordingly the reference is answered and the issues 
are decided. 

8. In the result, the award is passed without any 

costs. 

9. let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government ol India, Ministry of Labour & Hmployment 
as per rules. 

MOIID. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
20 2010 

^T.3TT. 2850. —afrdfefenarTC 3TfatWI, 1947 (1947 
14) T& *TRT 17 ^ 7TTTT7 "dTRj ^ 

it ■afrnpft fa TRtjcfT ^ ‘sro fpwrf m 

a faflfire? srfaawsm i arjt ^ wtt 

1/200!) qft Sffi fft Tfl % at TRTTT <frt 20-10-2010 
•ri i 

[a. na-30012/157/2000 <&$ 37R(ir) | 
■st -qa TTt. Tut, tar sdwfl 

New Delhi, the 2()lh October. 2010 

S.O. 2850.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 1/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial I ribunal-cum- 
Labour Court Jaipur now as shown in the Anncxure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management ol M/s. I H P Company Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
20 - 10 - 2010 . 

| No. 1,-30012/l57'2000-IR(M)| 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
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ATT A. Tft.3TTf.7t. 01/2001 

T&tJl : ART TEAR, /R REARU A3 fTTAT AT >nf?T AATA' 

•/H 30012'!57/2000-3nf.3TTC.(T£q) fftAA 13-3-2001 


AT ST^TTA RTfR A 7 ! 

74 At >fA ERR JpTi. 
RETT? 


77 taa 77 irrjTxr a ata , 
3E ; RR (vnrxj'AA ! 


... sn*ff 


sRTE 

APIA 'JTrc.vi.At. atrtT fn. 

■'W. A. A - V;s -349, FRET, 

•ii'A StrtATA t'-FOM. TTSfr-TT 'JA'TTT ... iTSlTAT 

■jtri/SRT 

TOt' TjrfyeBnl Alt Ait. g1. iffp 3nr.Ti€r^.i^f, 
M'A R1 a . At T-jT^r AATR 

NT ■': ■< . JTO A ; «FTf TEiT/p: AFT 

T-RRA ■ 10-.3 2010 

3TAfi 

1. A A •'RATE, AA HATcPT, A? PCAT A TREAT 
/’i April ^ 1A 3TT7TE ATT fAFA ■EF-fPKfATR ATT 

-■ft a ••A’-.f /tv ittTvrt Tart f for ar wi -sntqtAi. aria 

T'.'i. . ;‘‘TRRf| A?EK A TTf^JR URT AT TEA A r:rr Tpf ^ft 
00n-. 7 R-Tr , A ATT ATE-TTST TrTO TgT vi f? Af? -Iff rtf 

Vo A PFR AM AA 'OfR'A-Ri f? 

.:• vIHV.T T7T0 ITFf A- AFT 77? tAR] ATA7 RR-ft 

A: •ITT? 7 ! s?f; lA'-q RR fR A 3AFiT ET/Ey AT! r F fRAT 
I "ST^ff 7 4?7-H A7f -flTT X T $T? TJT'yi 'A'.'Ap 3 T7HE7 -3TP?> 
F-iR gy? ftvF A A' AAFI'.'T; PhTUxiT AT '47? Tpj RvfRxf AT 

; 3 3010 AT otat /Etta a -t mt/t Tra % ?RTt 

ATT] A AT "TO’i AT.El. 3TT5.2;. T5JTTTJ ^ T? rert A AT RffafF It 
JOP r.R 4RTH AT 0 tTFITOT TM MUM ft f 


..i, ‘O' t: EAwr 'AVTUTTEcI K 7p : j ATA 7 TTiMff f 3TR 
E-Ai f« TPA/rrr' A! MRTFT H 3T4 T-fq Tf-f EL-RTF %. rftft it FR-ft 
TMiAftj -TO TTi/Hl VAATT AT ATOl ’/ 3TR Pi/'T rRT 7ATR A 
TT:: ;./' r R ATT AT 3TTTqT 7 i Aft f > ATfi; tfA^D] R 

" m 3'p T-TT.'-il. mT. ATT-tf f’-'T. , f'TATfT 3TFP5R A TTsF’jR 
r j ; tvm: attr xpf at 3^ xrqTcq atr 
TTOTvT TFP T.Jnf TT f ? TTAi s^ytT^ I'Tfrrfi Tlffrf AT 


5. iTWi 3TTTT EfTTA 10-3-2010 AT 'AARTT E 
tOEHTAT TTTAT ^f-TTAT ATT AT TRAIT AT TATERT 9 t fqw^TTTT 
AA I 

■#. A. OK. ATA^tTa 
A? 7T ATT. 2 I 3TAJAR 2010 

AT.30. 2851.—ATTlfOA fATTA STfqfAR, ] 947 ( i 947 
AT 14 ) At ATT 1 7 A >;-j/H :i ! E, AA T TTTATT A.TTTT.TR.tia. 
A qq ? IAI A 'AIEr tATTlTAT 3TP ATA ARARI a AA, 

E flErT /TTTTrPTA” NT At 4 A-sfl-T TRATT bTTfjtl^TAT 3#1AT r7 T 
A -1 , 'ATSAf A AA7 (TTTR TEATT 13 TTq' 1 2/2003 ) -FT 
MAlTyid ATOT f A AEfPT TRATT AT 21 - !0 2010 AT PTA 
f/TT A I 

I TT. TR1 400 f 2/196/2002 3TTS 4TR( 'i\ T ;. 
A HA 40012/197/2002 A? 4TR( AT 'j 
ATH TlTTT, 3TAT AAi 

New Delhi, the 2 I st October. 2010 

S.O. 2851. — !n pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 {14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 13 & 
12 2003) ol the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court No. 1, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Anncxure. in the Industrial dispute between the cmpUners 
in relation lo the management ol BSNI. and their workman, 
which was received by the C entral Government on 
21 -10-2010. 

[ No. 1 .-TOO 12 196 2002-1R (I )l 1 . 
No. 1.-40012/197 2002-lRfDI )| 

JOHAN IOPNO. Under See 

ANNEXIRK 

BEFORE SHR! CVANENDRA KUMAR SMARM A. 
PRESIDING OFFICER, ( EN I RAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM -LABOUR COl R I I. 
CHANDIGARH. 

Case I.D. No. 13/2003 and 12/2003 

1. Shri Jantail Singh 

S'o Shri S. Gurdiai Singh, 

Village Kothc Fateh Din. 

P.O. Sherpur Kalan. 

Jagraon. 1 .udhiana. 

2 . Shri Mohinder Singh 

S. 0 Shri S. Surjan Singh. 

VPC) Agvvar Dal la. 

Tehsi I Jagraon. ! udhiana ...Applicants 

Versus 

The General Manager. 

lelecom. BSNL.!.udhiana. ... Respondent 
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APPEARANCES 

For the workman Workman in person. 

For the Management Shri Anish Babbar. 

AWARD 

Passed on 13-10-2010 

These two industrial disputes and references are 
related to each other Common questions of law and facts 
are involved in both of the industrial disputes and 
references, hence, both of the references and industrial 
disputes are answered and adjudicated by this award. The 
references in both the industrial disputes which were 
referred by the Central Government are as follows 

(1) In ID No. 13/2003, Ref. No.40012/196/2002/ 
IR(DU), dated 28-11-2.002. Whether the action of 
General Manager, Telecom (BSNL), Ludhiana in 
terminating the services of Shri Jarnail Singh S/o Shri 
S. Gurdial Singh, temporary status Mazdoor, vv.e.f. 
16-06-2001 without conducting proper enquiry is just 
and legal? If not to what relief the workman is entitled 
to and from which date?” 

(2) In ID No. 12/2003, Ref. No. 40012/197/2002 ' 
IR(DU), dated 28-11-2002. Whether the action of 
General Manager. Telecom (BSNL), Ludhiana tn 
terminating the services of Shri Mohindcr Singh S o 
Shri S. Surjan Singh, temporary status Mazdoor, w.e.f. 

16-06-2001 without conducting proper enquiry is just 
and legal / If not to what relief the workman is entitled 
to and from which date 9 ” 

It is the common case of each workman that they 
were engaged by the management as daily waged worker 
and temporary status was granted to them w.c.t. 01-10- 
1989. The lineman Shri Amarjeet Singh told that at that time 
there was no work for them and whenever the work vviii be 
available they will called for. They visited the ottice ol 
Amarjeet Singh, lineman number of occasions but the same 
answer was given. They stop visiting the office under 
belief that whenever the work will be there they will be 
called for. They received the letter of management dated 
02-08-1999 calling their explanation why their services were 
not terminated on account ol' long unauthorized absent 
from the services. Both of the workmen replied the letter. 
Thereafter, they receive one more letter dated 02-06-2001 
again calling their explanation for the workmen for longer 
unauthorized absent. This letter was also replied by the 
workman. Every workman offered their services to the 
management but no work was given to them. Their services 
were terminated on 16-06-2001. 1 he termination is illegal as 
they were ready to work but they were not provide any 
work. 

The management of Telecommunication department 
appeared and opposed the claim by filing written statement. 
It was the preliminary contention of the management that 
each industrial dispute is bad by delay and latches. Both 


workmen absented from the services in the February 199? 
and they replied to the letters dated 02-08-1999 and 
02-06-200 1. Apart from this, they have not appeared in the 
office of the SDO, Mullapur calling their explanation. S hey 
have not participated in the enquiry conducted by the 
management, hence, the lawful termination order regarding 
both of the workmen w ; as passed on 16-06-2001. The 
evidence of the parties was recorded. Ali the letters 
mentioned above are on record. I have heard both of the 
parties at length. The language of the letter written by each 
workman to the management proves that they were not 
having the notice that the temporary status was afforded 
to them. They stop working with the management in the 
year 1993 and did not turn up till the dale explanation un¬ 
called for vide letter dated 02-08-1999. Every workman has 
contended that they regularly visited the office and they 
were ensured and informed that whenever work vs ill he 
available they will be called for. The workmen have failed 
to prove io approach any of the authorities of the 
management with a view to join the sers ices from ; 993 to 
1999. It was the letter dated 02-08-99 w Inch provoke ev er> 
workman to right to the management thee are reads' lor 
work. Both the workmen tailed to ensure their presence 
before SDM. Mullapur calling their explanation. !i is tin: 
cumulative effect of the evidence of the parties that the 
concern SDM who had been posted in Mullapur during 
the period in question was present in the Coml but the 
workmen were unable to recognize him. ! he> have not 
visited the office ol the person present in the ( ourt and 
there had been no other SDO then the person present in 
the Court during the period in question 1 he initial claim of 
ever) workman is that lineman Shri Alliance! Sineh had 
informed them for non-availability o! the work. Lineman 
has no authority to inform about non-availability o! the 
work to any temporary status workman. Moreover, .hi 
refusing the lineman for any work, the workman tailed to 
prove whether they approached to any higher authore.v 
for claiming the work. Meaning thereby, from 199) to !9o> 
no step was taken by workmen lor getting the work and u 
is proved that they voluntarily abandoned tin: work 
Moreover, when the explanation was called for c•• rw 
workman only replied the explanation in writing without 
ensuring their presence before the authoriiy eoncun who 
lias issued the explanation letter. According ly. Me 
management has rightly terminated their service because 
rich! to hearing was afforded to them hut they link'd 
appear except to reply the explanation letter 

The workman kept mum lor complete six yeas. I in-. 
period for absence has not been properly explained by me 
workmen Thus, every industrial dispute is had by dc!a\ 
and latches also. No doubt, no period under the industn.i! 
Dispute Act is mentioned for raising the industrial dispute 
but it has become the sell led law of service jurisprudence 
that industrial dispute should be raise within a reasonable 
time and il it is delay their should be appropriate and proper 
explanation o!’ the delav Six wars time w not a rwwmabk 
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time and the delay of six years has not been properly 
explanied by any of the workman. Moreover, opportunity 
of being heard before teminating their services on account 
of long unauthorized was afforded. The workman failed to 
avail this opportunity in person but were satisfied by 
replying the letter in writing. How it is possible for the 
management to provide the work on the basis of the letter 
when the workmen have not ensure the presence. Thus, 
the management has rightly passed the order dated 
16-06-2001 regarding the termination of the service of every 
workman on both of the accounts delay and unauthorized 
long absence. There is no force in the contention of the 
workmen. Both of the industrial disputes and references 
are accordingly answered. Let Central Government be 
approached for publication of award, and thereafter, file be 
consigned to record room. 

G K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

21 2010 

°FT.3tT. 2852. —sfeilfTO atfftfw?, 1947 (1947 

ftT 14) m 17 ^ 3FPTTUT ft, 

ft* ftf FNofi c b4 c t)l^l' 

ft-1, <£ ftftTJ (*M ftTsftT 43/2004) 

ftTftft t ftft^R 21-10-2010 ftjf UTftf §3?T ft! I 

[ft. ftcT-40012/62/2004-3?^ 

New Delhi, the 21 st October, 2010 

S.O. 2852. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 43/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 1 , Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BSNL and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 
21-10-2010. 

[ No. L-40012/62/2004-IR (DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNALCUM -LABOUR COURT-I, 
CHANDIGARH 
Case I.D. No. 43/2004 

Shri Surender Kumar, S/o Shri Hawa Singh, 

Village Ashram Basti Near Kali Mandir, 

11. No. 1780/31, Bhiwani Road, Jind. ...Applicant 

Versus 

The General Manager, 

lelecom,BSNL, Jind ... Respondent 


APPEARANCES 

Forthe workman ShriArun Batra. 

For the Management Shri Anish Bahbar. 

AWARD 

Passed on 6-10-10 

The Government of India vide notification No 
L-400 12/62/2004-IR(DU), dated 04-11 -2004 b\ exercising its 
powers under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
(the Act in short) has referred the following industrial 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of BSNL. 

Jind in terminating the services of Shri Surinder 

Kumar S/o Shir Hawa Singh, Out Door J. I .O. vv.e.f. 

29-09-2003 isjustand legal? If not. to what rebel the 

workman is entitled?” 

After receiving the reference parties were informed. 
Parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. The 
case of the workman in nut shell is that he was engaged 
appointed as daily waged worker by SIX), lelecom. Jind 
on monthly salary of Rs. 900. Later on in the year 1996, he 
was directed to work in PRX Exchange on monthly sa!ar\ 
ofRs. 1230 per month. In the year 1997. the workman was 
directed to w'ork with MDF Room at the salary of Rs, 1730 
per month. 1 Iis attendance was marked and signatures were 
taken in the attendance register. lie worked up to 2001 in 
the same capacity. In the year 2001, he was again directed 
to work in the main exchange. Thereafter, he also worked in 
defence colony vv.e.f. 02-08-2001 to 06-07-2002.1 le again 
returned back to the main exchange and worked there till 
26-09-2003. His services were terminated on 27-09-2003 
when he was not allowed to work. He has completed 740 
days of work in every calendar year including in the previous 
year from the date of his termination. I le has worked under 
the supervision of the management and the wages w ere 
directly paid by the management. On the basis of the above 
contentions, the workman has prayed for setting aside the 
termination order and for a consequential order reinstating 
of the workman on the same position he was working prior 
to his termination. 

The management appealed and contested the claim 
of the workman by filing written statement. The 
management has challenged the employer employee 
relationship between the workman and the management. It 
is contended by the management that the workman has 
not worked with the management as contended in the 
statement of claim. He has worked through contractor, I le 
was under the supervision of the contractor and wages 
were paid to him by the contractor himself. 

Both of the parties were afforded the opportunilv lot- 
adducing evidence. Oral evidence was recorded, I he 
management has filed certain documents M2 to M 25 which 
are relating to the services of the workman through 
contractor. The workman has also filed the copies of the 
certain documents relating to the work in different 
exchanges. 




'qTTcT TUm ; 13,201 OAFlfe 22, 1932 


7853 


[ftTftll—'3(ii)] 

l have heard the parties at length. I have also refused 
all the materials on record. The main issue for adjudication 
before this Tribunal is whether services of the workman 
were provided with to the management through contractor 
namely M/s. Fair & Lovely Security and Investigating 
Services? The issue relating to the employer and employee 
relationship has been dealt with and decided by Hon’ble 
the Supreme Court in GM, ONGC Shilchrar versus ONGC 
Contractual workers union, 2008 LLR 801. In this case 
Hon’ble the Apex Court has held that for proving the 
employer and employee relationship, the workman has to 
prove the following facts. 

(1) That their existed a master and servant 
relationship between the workman and the 
management (workman was directly engaged 
by the management). 

(2) That the workman was under the administrative 
control of the management. 

(3) That there was no contractor in between the 
management and the workmen. 

(4) That the payment of wages were made good 
by the management to the workman directly 
and not by the contractor. 

(5) At the cost of the repetition the remittance 
rolls for the payment of wages were made by 
the management and not by the contractor. 

If the facts and circumstances of the case are 
considered, it is clear that services of the workman were 
provided with to the management through contractor M/s. 
Fair & Lovely Security and Investigating Services. His 
attendance was marked by the contractor and the bill for 
the payment of wages forwarded to the management. 
Sometimes the bill was for four contractual workers and 
sometimes for three contractual workers. The documents 
filed by the management regarding the attendance of the 
workman contains the name of the workman. The workman 
has stated that no appointment letter was given to him. No 
doubt, he has contended that wages were directly paid to 
him by the management but the documents filed by the 
management proved that consolidated wages were paid to 
the contractor and thereafter, contractor used to pay the 
wages to the workman. The workman has also failed to 
mention any instance which may prove the administrative 
control of the management over the workman. Thus, from 
the evidence oral and documentary, it is evidently clear 
that neither the management was appointed by the workman 
nor he was under the administrative control of the 
management. He was not paid the wages by the management 
but the wages were paid by M/s. Fair & Lovely Security 
and Investigating Services, Accordingly there had been 
no master servant relationship between the management 
and the workman. 

Learned counsel for the workman has also contended 
that contract for supplying the contract labour was 
regarding supply of security guards on contract. The 
workman has worked in different capacity and the 
documents filed by the workman proved this capacity. The 


question arise whether the services ol the workman 
provided u'ith to the management through a contractor on 
outsourcing, merely the change of nature of work can 
empowered the workman to be treated as permanent 
employee of the management or as a employee directly 
appointed by the management 0 If it is considered and 
accepted in positive, it will open a new channel for the 
public appointments. Public appointments have to be made' 
strictly as per law r and rules. Mere change the nature ol the 
work cannot substitute a contractual w-orker or the worker 
appointed by the management. 

Moreover, the workman has not taken the plea that 
contract was a camouflage and sham. He has only taken 
the plea that he was directly appointed by the management 
and was paid wages by the management. In ONGC 
Shilchar’s case (supra), it is also held by 1 lon'ble the Apex 
Court that if this issue has not been raised by the 
management in his statement of claim, he will be barred to 
raise it subsequently. So the workman as per the ratio of 
above mentioned judicial pronouncement is barred to take 
the plea that his services were taken for different purposes 
then mentioned in the contract. There is no force in the 
claim of the workman. The workman is not entitled for any 
relief. The industrial dispute and reference is accordingly 
answered. Let Central Government be approached for 
publication of the aw'ard, and thereafter, file he consigned 
to record room. 

G. K. SMARM A, Presiding Officer 
21 S&qsfl, 2010 

2853. —3flalPleh frm 1947 (1947 

14) VRT ! 7 ^ TFJftft 1 ! ft, ftftFTt ftf.ftft.tR.Tft'T. 
^ Wfrfa ^ afh: <*4«hf<a ^ #3, ftw 

ft ftfae aMfmr faftK fr ftwr afrgrfr^r 

ft.-l, (ft^*f fftsftl 267 TTcf 268/2001 ) T4 

y<*,ifVrci wt t tturk qfn 21-10 -2010 

ftT | 

[ ft. ft??-40012/122/2001 ftT? 3TR( ) ] 
[ft’. ft?!-4001 21 123/2001 - ftlf m.( fl.ft) I 

3r=rc ftjftft 

New Delhi, the 21st October. 2010 

S.O, 2853. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Aw ard (Ref. No. 267 & 
268/2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
Cum-Labour Court No. I, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of BSNI. and then workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
21-10-2010. 

f No. L-40012 122 2001-1R( 1HJ )| 
[No.L-40012123 2001-IR(DlTj 

JOHAN TOPNO. Under Secy 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM -LABOUR COURT-1, 
CHANDIGARH. 

1. Case LD. No. 267/2001 

Shri Krishan Kumar S/o Sh. Amar Singh 
VilL Deog. PO Baroh, Distt. Hamirpur(HP) 

2. Case I.D. No. 268/2001 

Sh. Ajit Singh S/o Sh. Gurdit Singh, 

VilL Gharana Masand, PO Chowki 

Jamwaja, District Hamirpur (HP) ... Applicants 

Versus 

1. The Divisional Engineer, 

Telecom, Project, Hamirpur (H.P.) 

2. Sub Divisional Engineer, 

Telecom, Project, Hamirpur (H.P.) ... Respondents 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman : Mr. Jaswa! for Ajit Singh 

None for Krishan Kumar 

For the Management : Mr. Jitender Kumar & 

Nam it Kumar. 

AWARD 

Passed on 6-10-10 

The Central Government by exercising its powers 
under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(hereinafter referred to as the Act) referred the following 
Indus'rial disputes for adjudication of this Tribunal :- 

1. No. L-40012/122/2001-1R (DU)dated 9-7-2001 

"Whether the action of the management of the 
Divisional Engineer Telecom Projects, Hamirpur and 
SDE, Telecom Project, Hamirpur in terminating the 
services of Shri Krishan Kumar S/o Amar Singh w.e.f 
01-12-99 is just and legal? If so, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to?” 

2. No. L-4001 21 123/2001 -IR (DU) dated 9-7-2001 

"Whether the action of the management of the 
Divisional Engineer Telecom Projects, Hamirpur and 
SDE, Telecom Project, Hamirpur in terminating the 
services of Shri Ajit Singh S/o Gurdit Singh w.e.f. 
1-9-2000 is just and legal? If so, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to?” 

ihese two industrial disputes on the basis of facts 
and law are related to each other. Common Questions of 
law and facts are involved in both ofthe industrial disputes. 
Hence, for ends of justice, both of the industrial disputes 
are herein adjudicated and answered by this award. 

it is the common contention of both ofthe workmen 
that they were engaged by the management of 
telecommunication directly. There name were sponsored 
In the Employment Exchange. They were paid the wages 


directly by the management. Their services were terminated 
without a month’s notice or payment of one month wages 
in lieu of notice and without payment of lawful terminal 
dues. It is also the contention of every workman that each 
of them has completed 240 days of work in the preceding 
year from the date of termination. Hence, the termination 
order was void and illegal being against the provisions of 
the Act. It was further contended by the workman ihut 
other persons working with them were considered tor 
regularization. No doubt, their names were also considered, 
but figure in another list under the court case category. 
They were refused the regularization of their services only 
on the grounds of pending litigation initiated by them 
against the management. 

On the basis of above each w orkman has praved for 
setting aside the termination order and for the 
consequential order for reinstatement of their services u nh 
all the benclits. 

Management had appeared and opposed the claim 
of each workman by filing written statement It was deiiii.nl 
that any ofthe workmen has completed 240 da\s in die 
preceding year from the date of termination. It \\u> further 
denied that services of each workman were terminate:! It 
was furthermore contended that they were engaged mi ,i 
particular project and as soon as the work ofthe project 
was over their services were automatically terminated. 

Both ofthe parties were afforded the opportune i- ,• 
adducing evidence. Oral evidence was recorded. In in¬ 
case of Ajit Singh Vs. Telecommunication evidence o! both 
ofthe parties was recorded, whereas, in the case ot Kiimnn 
Kumar evidence of management could not be recorded 
Order dated 25-1 I-2008 makes it clear that the managemeni 
was afforded more than reasonable opportunitv fo, 
adducing the evidence and on failure ofthe management 
to adduce evidence, evidence ofthe management uu> 
closed. I have heard the parties at length in both the 
industrial disputes at length. In Krishan Kumar \\. 
Telecommunication Project and Ajit Singh V\ 
Telecommunication Project parties were heard in person 

On persual of entire materials on record it. is evidently 
clear that the main issue before this Tribunal is whether ilw 
services ofthe workmen were illegally terminated and thc\ 
were illegally deprived for the right of regularization of 
services on account of pending litigation against ilu: 
management, livery workman has filed certain documents, 
which have been marked Exhibits as per rules and procedure 
In Ajit Singh’s case workman has filed Ex. W-2 to W-7. 

I hese documents are not denied by the management I v 
W-2 shows the date/rnonth of appointment ofworkman as 
July 1998. It also shows that there was no break in the 
service ofthe workman and he was under the Administrative 
Control of D.l (T.P.). Ex. W-3 to W-5 is the document-, 
relating to the payment of wages to the workman. I .\ W-o 
is detail ot DRMs (Daily Rated Mazdoois) working is 
Hamirpur (TP Division). The name ofworkman Ajit Singh 
figured at serial no. 4 in para 4 relating to DRMs not working 
under court case. Ex. W-7 is the letter written by SDE. 11IKD) 
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to the ADT (Staff) C/o CGMT. Shimla informing him that all 
the DRMs have been regularized into service and no one is 
left behind. 

Likewise, in the case of Krishan Kumar the workman 
has produced and proved certain documents, which are 
Ex. W-2 to W-7, Ex. W-2 is the copy of departmental 
communication showing the date of engagement of 
workman Krishan Kumar from July 1998. This document 
also shows that there has been no break in the service. Ex. 
W-3 is relating to the working days of the workman. Ex. 
W-4 is the document relating to details of DRMs working 
in llamirpur (T.D. Division). In this document name of 
Krishan Kumar figure at serial no. 2 in para 4 DRMs not 
working under court case. Ex. W-5 is the certificate issued 
h\ the S.D.E. to the workman to the effect that he was 
worked with the management with effect from July 1998 to 
July i 999. Ex. W-6 is the application written by Shri Krishan 
kui nano Divisional Engineer for getting his wages for the 
month of July. Ex. W-7 is the communication between the 
S.D.E. (HR D) and the ADT (Telecommunication) C/o CGMT, 
Shimla informing the ADT (Staff) that all the DRMs engaged 
in 1 lamirpur have been regularized and one is left behind. 

From the above documents, it is absolutely proved 
by the workmen that both of them were working as DRMs 
in the office of Telecommunication, Hamirpur. As per the 
records of the management, it is also proved that every 
workman has worked for more than 240 days in the 
preceding year from the date of termination. It is also 
proved that process of regularization of services of all the 
DRMs working in Hamirpur was initiated and the services 
oi all the DRMs were regularized except those Whose 
services were terminated prior to it on the ground that they 
have initiated the court cases against the management. 
Initiation of the judicial proceedings for violation of the 
right of any perosn is protected sometimes as a legal right, 
sometimes as a constitutional right and sometimes as a 
fundamental right. The right to work and to continue to 
work is the legal and constitutional right protected under 
part 4 of the Constitution as directive principles of State 
Policies. In the welfare State, which 1 can claim India to be, 
there are harmonious relations between the directive 
principles, fundamental duties and fundamental rights. 
Certain directive principles have other right effects the 
fundamental rights. Hon’ble the Apex Court in numerous 
judicial pronouncements while interpreting the provisions 
enumerated in Article 21 of the Constitution under the right 
to life and personal liberty has specifically mentioned that 
it is fundamental right of every person to lead a life of 
dignity. Any effort to deprive any person from such right 
which can infringe the right to live dignified life has been 
termed as violative of Article 21 of the Constitution. 

Both of the workmen were working with the 
management. They had completed 240 days of work in the 
preceding year from the date of their termination. Other 
daily rated mazdoors continued to work. Their services 
were regularized by the management as per rules, but the 
services of each workman were terminated without any 
notice or without payment of one month wages in lieu of 
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notice and without payment of lawful terminal dues. The 
act of the management in terminating the services ol the 
workman was against the provisions of Industrial Disputes 
Act and the termination was illegal and voids-ab-initio. 
The another issue before this Tribunal is. no doubt, not 
referred specifically, but is a conciliary issue with the main 
issue, whether the management has illegally deprived the 
workman from the right to regularization of their services. 
Generally, this Tribunal should not give trouble to its judicial 
conscious on the issue of regularization of Daily Rated 
Mazdoors, but it the issue of regularization of DRMs is 
involved either as a primary issue or the conciliary' issue, it 
is within the purview of this Tribunal. The regularization of 
the workmen was denied on two grounds; (1) they were 
not working with the management at the time ot 
regularization of other persons. The answer of this Tribunal 
to this ground is that the services of every workman w ere 
terminated iilegaly and for all purposes they will be treated 
as Daily Rated Mazdoors on the date of services ot co¬ 
workers were regularized. (2) The other ground taken by 
the management which is clear from the documents is 
pending litigation. No doubt it is not clear from the 
document, who initiated the litigation and against whom, 
but as it is clearly relating to the workman. Now the 
question arises whether the legal right can be denied to 
any person on account of pending litigation. To approach 
any court or judicial Forum for redrcssal of the grievances 
is a right protected by the Constitution. Can it be taken 
away? Moreover, every workman approached the forum 
against their illegal termination and the benefit of any 
scheme including the scheme of regularization of services 
cannot be denied on the ground of pending lilgation. It is 
violative of Article 14, 16 and 21 of the Constitution. I he 
classification under Article 14 can be made on some 
reasonable criteria. Yes, the working and non-working 
workman can be reasonable criteria for any defferentiation 
under Article 14, but non-working of every workman was 
due to the illegal of the management. 

Thus, both of the workmen deserve reinstatement 
into the service as their services were illegally terminated. 
Termination was void ab-initio being against the provisions 
of the Act. They are also entitled for consideration ot their 
regularization into the services at par with the other persons 
whose services were regularized and this benefit was denied 
to them on account of pending litigation. The management 
is, accordingly, directed to reinstate the service of each 
workman with all consequential benefits within one month 
from the date of publication of the award. The management 
is also directed to consider the names of both of the 
workman for regularization of their services at par with 
other co-workers whose services were regularized but the 
benefit was denied to each of the workman on account of 
pending litigation. Accordingly, the industrial disputes 
under reference are hereby answered. Let Central 
Government be approached for publication of the award, 
and thereafter, file be consigned to the record room. 

G. K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 21st October, 2010 

S.O. 2854. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 62/2005) 
ot the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BSNL and their workmen, which was 
received by the Centrai Government on 21-10-2010. 

[No. L-40012/22/2005-1 R(DU)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOURCOURTAT 
HYDERABAD 

Present:- Shri VED PRAKASH GAUR. Presiding Officer 
Dated the 7th day of September, 2010 

industrial Dispute No. 62/2005 

Between: 

Smt. Dasari Venkata Lakshmi, 

C/o Sri D. Papa Rao, 

D.No. 4-15-17-2, 

Annapurna Veedhi, Alcot Gardens, 

Rajahmundry, EastGodavri Distt. ...Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, 

Telecom. BSNL, 

Rajamundry, 

East Godavari District. ...Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. V. Narsimha Goud & T.V. 

Ravinder Kumar, & B. Ravindar 
Prasad, Advocates. 

For the Respondent : Sri Karror Mohan, Advocate 


(Part II—She. 3(ii)| 


AWARD 

This case has been registered on the basis of 
reference received from the Government of India, Ministry 
of Labour by its Order No. L-400! 2/22/2005-1 R( DU) dated 
22-7-2005 to adjudicate the dispute under section 10( 1 )(d) 
of the l.D. Act, 1947 for adjudication to this Tribunal 
between the management of Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., 
and their workman Smt. Dasari Venkata Lakshmi. The term 
of reference is as under: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of M s. 

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., represented by General 

Manager, telecom District, East Godavari. 

Rajahmundry in terminating the services of Smt. 

Dasari Venkata Lakshmi Ex-casual Worker in the of lice 

of Accounts Officer (Pay &. T.A.). BSNL. 

Rajahmundry w.c.f August. 2004 is legal and or 

justified? If not, to what relief Smt. Dasari Venkata 

Lakshmi is entitled?” 

The reference is numbered in this Tribunal as 1.1). 
No. 62/2005 and notices were issued to the parties. 

2. Alter receipt of the notice the workman has tiled 
claim statement alleging therein that she was engaged under 
Account Officer* Sub-Divisional Engineer, GM I I). BSNL. 
Rajahmundry on 25-1 1-2002 as sweepers cum water w oman 
She used to work in Respondents' establishment from 8 
AM to 5 PM. She was discharging the duty of a permanent 
employee in a vacant post. She continuously worked upto 
31-8-2004. When she reported for duty on 1-9-2004 she 
was not allowed to resume her duty for the extraneous 
reasons which amounted to retrenchment of her services 
without giving any notice or pay in lieu of the notice or 
without payment of retrenchment compensation under 
Sec.25Eofthe Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. She has further 
stated that she worked for more than 240 davs in the 
organization of the Respondent management, she made 
her best efforts before the management of reinstate her 
and regularize her services but no attention was paid hv 
the management. She was forced to make application before 
Assistant LabourCommissioner(G), Visakhapatnam loirs 
to resolve the dispute through conciliation proceeding but 
on the failure of the conciliation proceeding. Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C) referred the matter to the 
government from where the present reference has been 
sent for adjudication. She was alleged that the order of her 
retrenchment or termination of the services is illegal, 
arbitrary, unjustifiable and fit to be quashed. 

3. Counter statement has been filed by Respondent 
wherein they have stated that claimant was engaged for 
fetching water to fill up the water container and for cleaning 
the office on daily wage of Rs. 25 per day. She used to work 
for tw'o hours for two hours a day or five days in a week. 
No appoinmenl order w'as issued to her. I fer services were 
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utilised on temporary basis. She was not employed. There 
is no relationship of master and servant between the 
management and the Petitioner workman. Hence, the 
provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 is not applicable 
and this court lacks jurisdiction. Petitioner’s contention 
that she worked for 240 days has been denied by the 
Respondent and they have challenged that it has to be 
proved by the Petitioner workman. 

4. Respondent has fiirther stated that the Petitioner 
was a part time daily worker and as such she was not entitled 
for regularization as held by Hon’ble Supreme Court in the 
matter of Dhrampur Sugar Mills Ltd., Vs. Bhola Singh 
reported in 2005(3) ALD 35 (SC). It has further been stated 
fhat petition is lacking merit, baseless, frivolous and 
deserves to be dismissed. 

5. Parties were directed to produce their evidence. 
Petitioner Smt. Dasari Venkata Lakshmi has filed her affidavit 
in evidence. The Respondent did not attend to the court 
and the case was set exparte and Petitioner has filed her 
affidavit in support her claim. I have heard ex-parte argument 
of the Learned Counsel for the Petitioner who has submitted 
his written argument through which he has argued that the 
Petitioner has been worked continuously from 25-11-2002 
to 31-8-2004, as such, she has worked for more than 240 
days, although no appointment letter was issued in favour 
of the workman 

6. He has argued that in counter statement filed by 
the manage^nt it is undisputed fact that Petitioner has 
worked under management as such. Petitioner is entitled 
for regulari.'"' ion. Since the Petitioner has been disengaged 
from the service without following proper procedure and 
without giving any notice or retrenchment compensation 
as such, the orifer of disengagement is fully, arbitrary, illegal 
and deserves to be quashed. 

7. I have considered this argument of the Learned 
Counsel for the workman and I have also gone through the 
evidence on record. No doubt, the case has been set exparte 
against the Respondent, the onus of proof lies on that 
workman that she was engaged as alleged by her for whole 
time in a regular vacancy and she has worked for more than 
240 days. 

8. To prove the above fact, the Petitioner workman 
has filed her affidavit only. As against this the Respondent 
has also filed their counter statement wherein they have 
alleged that Petitioner was a part time worker engaged for 
only two hours for five days in a week on payment of 
Rs.25 per day. In that event it is the duty of the Petitioner to 
prove by cogent material that she worked on the regular 
basis as a full time worker and she used to get monthly 
salary as alleged by her in her claim statement as well as 
affidavit filed before this tribunal. However, there is nothing 
on the record to supplement the contention of the Petitioner 
that she has worked on the regular basis or she used to 
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work for full day and she was getting monthly wages as 
alleged by her. 

9. It has been contended by the Learned Counsel for 
the Petitioner through the written argument that Petitioner 
has completed more than 240 days of service in each year. 
Therefore, the action of the management in terminating the 
services of the workman is violative of principles of Sec. 25 F 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The services of the 
workman were terminated without any notice or without 
payment of the wages in lieu of the notice as such, the 
termination order is illegal, arbitrary and deserves to be 
quashed. I have considered the additional written argument 
of the Petitioner workman wherein in para 3 of the w ritten 
argument, it has been contended that the admitted case of 
the Respondent management is that Petitioner has worked 
on daily wage basis @ Rs.25 per day and she used to work 
for five days in a week. She has also worked on holidays 
i.e., Saturdays and Sundays which has to be counted for 
the working days. According to the judgment ol the Hon blc 
Supreme Court reported in AIR ! 986 (SC) 132 at para 7 and 
8, as such, if the Sunday and Saturday is counted as 
working days it will prove that the Petitioner w orkman has 
worked for more than 240 days in the year preceding to her 
disengagement. He has further argued that in the year 1975 
beginning from July, 1975 to July, 1976, the Petitioner has 
worked for 202 days thereby 52 Sundays and 17 holidays, 
thus, the total working days comes to 272 days and thus, 
the requirement of Sec. 25 F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 has been fulfilled in the present case and the non 
observance of the Sec.25F of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
affects the very' legality and validity of the termination 
order. 

10. In the light of the above submission, 1 have gone 
through the papers available in this file. There is not a 
single piece of paper to prove that Petitioner has worked 
for 202 days in the year 1975-76 as alleged in the written 
argument of the Learned Counsel tor the workman. I hus, 
the argument of the Learned Counsel lor the workman is 
without any foundation and without any basis. The 
Petitioner workman has not been able to prove that she 
has worked for 202 days beginning from July, 1975 to July, 
1976. Moreover, she has been a daily wage worker as such, 
the argument of the Learned Counsel for the Respondent 
that since the Petitioner was daily wages worker she does 
not derive any legal right to be regularized or absorbed in 
the service. He has relied on the case law reported in 2005(3) 
ALD page 35(SC) in the matter of Dhrampur Sugar Mills 
Ltd., Vs. Bhola Singh, wherein I lon'ble Supreme Court has 
held that when a workman is appointed in terms of a scheme 
on daily wages, he does not derive any legal right to be 
regularized in his service. It is now well known that 
completion of 240 days of continuous service in a year 
may not by itself be a ground for directing regularization 
particularly in a case when the workman has not been 
appointed in accordance with the extant rules. I his case 
law fully apply in the present case. 
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10A. The Petitioner of this case was simply a daily 
rate part time worker she has not even completed 240 days, 
or 202 days as claimed by her. She being only a daily rate 
worker is not entitled to be regularized in the service or to 
be reinstated after disengagement. In the light of the 
aforesaid discussion, this tribunal is of the opinion that 
Petitioner’s claim is devoid of any merit, she is not entitled 
for reinstatement or for regularization, she was simply a 
daily rate worker as such, the termination order is neither 
illegal, nor arbitrary' nor deserves to be quashed. 

II. Petition has got no merit, it deserves to be 
dismissed. This tribunal is of the opinion that the action of 
the management of Bharat SancharNigam Ltd., represented 
by General Manager, Telecom District, East Godavari, 
Rajahmundry in terminating the services of Smt. Dasari 
Venkata Lakshmi, Ex-casual Worker in the office of 
Accounts Officer (Pay & T A.), BSNL, Rajahmundry w.e.f. 
August, 2004 is legal and justified and Petitioner is not 
entitled for any relief. The reference is answered 
accordingly. Hence, this award. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 


Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 25 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial I'ribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Anncxure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Bhabha Atomic Research Centre 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 

Government on 21-10-2010. 

[No. E-42025/11/20 i 0 [R<[)U)| 
JOHAN TOPNO. Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAM3UM-LA BOHR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : Shri VED PRAKAS11 (3 A UR. Presiding 
Officer 

Dated the 19th day of July 2010 

industrial Dispute L.C.No.25/2007 

Between 


Dictated to Smt. P Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected by me on this the 7th day of 
September, 2010. 

VED PRAKASHGAUR, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for the 

the Petitioner Respondent 

WW1: Smt. Dasari Venkata MWI: NIL 
Lakshmi 


Documents marked for the Petitioner 
NIL 

Documents m arked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 21st October, 2010 

S-O. 2855.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 


Sri V. Ram Chandcr, 

S/o Buchanna. 

R'o H.No. 10-01 -429, 

Nehru Nagar Colony, Block No.2 
EC1L(P), Uppal (M) 

Ranga Reddy District. 

AND 


..Petitioner 


Head, 

CCCM/Bhabha Atomic 
Research Centre, Arch. & Civil 
Engineering Division, C.C.C.M. Project, 

E.C.I.L. (P.O.). ] lyderabad,- 500 762. ... Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. G. Ravi Mohan. G. Naresli 
Kumar, Vikas Sharma & Ci. Pavan 
Kumar, Advocates. 

For the Respondent : Sri P. Raveender Reddy. Advocate 

AWARD 

This petition under Sec.2 A(2) of the l.f). Act. 1947 
was filed by Sri V. Ram Chandcr in light of the judgment of 
the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W.P, No. 8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri 
U. Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and 
two others challenging the oral termination order dated 
30-9-2006. 

2. Petitioner has filed claim statement stating therein 
that he was appointed as Gardener in March, 1995 in 
Respondent centre and was also discharging miscellaneous 
work like sweeping and attendar etc. He was made member 
of ESI and was also enjoying holidays and benefits which 
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were enjoyed by consolidated employees though he was 
casual employee. Suddenly, Respondent started paying 
him less than minimum wages as prescribed, aggrieved on 
which he made application to the Respondent and also to 
Regional Labour Commissioner (C), Hyderabad where 
Respondent represented that Petitioner was a contract 
labour and showed Mr. Srinivas as contractor. However, 
Respondent terminated the services of petitioner orally on 
30-9-2006 without any notice after 10 years of continuous 
service. He prayed that the termination be set aside and 
Respondent be directed to give reinstatement to the 
Petitioner. 

3. Counter statement has been filed by the 
Respondent. It is submitted that Petitioner workman was 
working under contractual obligation and never been 
appointed by the Respondent. It is submitted by the 
contractor Sri E. Srinivas to the Respondent that the 
contractual workmen were paid lesser wages due to their 
absenteesim. The claim statement is liable to be dismissed 
in limini. 

4. It is informed by the Petitioner’s counsel on 
9-6-2010 that Petitioner is dead and he will move LRs 
petition. But, none appeared till 19-7-2010 and no LR 
petition was filed as such in absence of LRs, petition is 
dismissed in absence of petitioner. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected by me on this the 19th day of 
July. 2010. 

VED PR A K ASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined lor Witnesses examined for the 

(he Petitioner Respondent 

Nil Nil, 

documents marked for the Petitioner. 

NIL 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

NIL 
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New' Delhi, the 21 st October, 2010 

S.O. 2856. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 82/2006) 
ofthe Central Government Industrial 1 ribunal-Cum-Lahour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Jan Sikshan Sansthan and their 
workman, which was received by the Centra! Government 
on 21-10-010. 

| No. 1.-42025/12/2010-IR( DU) | 
JOHAN TOPNO. Under Sccy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAl^CUM-LAROUR COURT 
AT HYDERABAD 

Present:- Shri VED PRAKASII GAUR. Presiding Officer 
Dated the 3 I st day of August. 2010 

Industrial Dispute L.C.No.82/2006 

Between: 

Sri C. Aruna Parsad, 

S/o Late Ramchandra Rao, 

C/o m/s. Abinand Kumar Shavili, 

240-A, Brindavan Apartments, 

NiIoffer I iospital Road, 

Red Hills, I lyderabad. ...Petitioner 

AND 

1. The Secretary, 

Department of Elcmenatry Education & Literacy, 
Ministry of Human Resource Development, 
Government of India, New Delhi- 110001. 

2. The Director General, 

National Literacy Mission, 

Department of Elementary Education & Literacy, 
Ministry of Human Resource Development, 
Government of India, New Delhi- I 10001. 

3. The Chairman, 

The Board of Management, 

Jan Shiksha Sansthan, Mailepaili III Campus, 
Vijayanagar Colony, I lyderabad. 

4. The Director, 

Jan Shikshan Sansthan, Mallcpali ITT Campus, 
Vijayanagar Colony, I lyderabad. .. .Respondents 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. Abhinand Kumar Shavili & K. 

Srinivas Prasad, Advocates 
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For the Respondent : M/s. P. Raveender Reddy, 
Advocates for RI & R2 

M/s Kanakamedala Ravindra 
Kumar, K.V. Rajendra Prasad & 
T.Tejeswara Rao, Advocates for R3 
&R4 

AWARD 

Petitioner Sri C. Aruna Prasad has filed this petition 
under Sec.2 A (2) of the ID. Act, 1947 in light of the judgment 
of the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W.P No.8395 of-1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two 
others challenging oral order of his termination dated 
I -4-2006 as illegal, arbitrary and violative of principles of 
natural justice with prayer to quash the oral termination 
order and to reinstate him into service of the Respondent 
management. 

2. It has been contended by the Petitioner in his 
claim statement that after completing his B.A. Degree from 
Nagarjuna University in 1986, he has further under gone 
technical qualification with typewriting in English, from 
State Technical Board and passed graduate diploma in 
computer applications. He was appointed as office 
Receptionist on 18-12-2003 in 3rd Respondent’s 
organization while discharging his duties he never gave 
any scope or opportunity to anyone to doubt his integrity' 
and devotion towards duty. Initially the Petitioner was paid 
a consolidated amount of Rs.3500 per month which was 
enhanced to Rs.4000 after completion of 4 months and at 
the time of his termination he was drawing consolidated 
salary of Rs.4000 per month. 

3. The Respondent Jan Sikshan Sansthan is a 
registered society set up as non governmental organization 
and the affairs of the Jan Sikshan Sansthan is being looked 
after by Board of management. The organization is funded 
by Government of India w hich issued guidelines from time 
to time for developing, planning and maintaining 
collaborations with the other institutions/agencies. 

4. The Petitioner was appointed as office assistant 
as per staff pattern fixed by Board of management. The 
initial appointment was for period of 6 months on contract 
basis which was subsequently extended with a fresh 
contract from time to time. But no written contract was 
entered into between the Petitioner and the management. 

I he Petitioner has been working without any adverse 
remarks and the management has been paying EPF 
contribution in respect of the employees to the EPF 
organization. Inspecting Officer has visited the office of 
Jan Sikshan Sansthan in the month of December, 2005 who 
noted the number of employ ees working in Jan Sikshan 
Sansthan and issued a show cause notice to Jan Sikshan 
Sansthan for paying EPF contribution from the date of 
initial appointment of the employees. On the basis of the 
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notice of EPF organization the Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
organization started making payment of EPF contribution 
for the month of December 2005 to March, 2006. Jan Sikshan 
Sansthan had not paid EPF organization for rest of the 
employees. 

5. The workman has further submitted that without 
assigning any reason Jan Sikshan Sansthan management 
has terminated the services of the workman without giving 
any reason or notice which is wholly arbitrary and illegal 
and violative of principles of natural justice. The 
Respondent are continuing the services of Sri J. 
Satyanarayana , Accountant who has misappropriated the 
fund of Jan Sikshan Sansthan, which would demonstrate 
that the Respondent are shielding corrupt employees and 
terminating the services of Petitioner like workers. It has 
further been contended in the claim statement that the entire 
staff of Jan Sikshan Sansthan is appointed on contract 
basis as per the guidelines issued by the Government of 
India. But Respondents are continuing the services of some 
of the employees without any break but terminating services 
of other employees without assigning any reasons which 
amounts to unfair labour practice. The workman had 
requested this tribunal that the oral termination order be 
declared as illegal and it will be quashed and Petitioner be 
reinstated with back wages. 

6. Respondent No. 1 and 2 has Hied joint counter 
statement through their Under Secretary Sri S.k Oliri 
stating therein that activities of Jan Sikshan Sansthan is 
managed by Board of management which is a non¬ 
governmental organization registered under Societies 
Registration Act. The staff of the Jan Sikshan Sansthan is 
appointed by its management and no employee has been 
appointed by the Government of India. The Government of 
India only releases annual recurring grant to conduct the 
programmes/activities, therefore the Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
is not instrumentality of the State. Jan Sikshan Sansthan is 
a voluntary' organization, therefore the Government of India 
and Respondents No. I and 2 should not have been arrayed 
as Respondents. The management of Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
is vested in a duly constituted Board of management which 
is policy making and supervisory body and they have the 
power to recruit and decide the service conditions including 
remunerations of its employees. Government of India has 
nothing to do of these affairs. 

7. Respondents No.3 and 4 have also filed joint 
counter statement w'herein they have stated that Jan Sikhan 
Sansthan is a registered society, the object of the society 
are mentioned in para (a) to (e) of the counter statement. 
They have further stated that the Petition is not 
maintainable under Sec.2A(2) because the Petitioner s are 
not workmen. Further they have alleged that the Petitioner 
was appointed for 6 months initially. He was taken into 
service purely on adhoc basis without any fixed period. 
The EPF contribution of the Petitioner has been paid by 
the Respondent. 
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8. The contention of the Petitioner that their services 
were terminated orally w.e.f. 1-4-2006 is incorrect. The 
Respondent No.3 and 4 has stated that Petitioner himself 
absconded from duty without assinging any reason or 
intimation to the office. The continuous absence of 
Petitioner from duties without intimation amount to 
misconduct as such, a notice was issued to the Petitioner 
calling upon him to report and said notice was displayed 
on the notice board giving one week’s time to report on 
duty. Petitioner failed to report to duty even after expiry of 
the prescribed period. Thus, an enquiry was conducted 
and service of the Petitioner were terminated. There is no 
illegality in terminating the services of the Petitioner. 
Respondent has followed due procedure of the law in 
terminating the services of the Petitioner. The Respondent 
has further challenged the allegation of the workman that 
the Respondents are dispensing with services of the one 
contract employee with that of another employee without 
any reason. 

9. It has further been alleged that there is no 
complaint with regard to the functioning and activities of 
the Society from any quarter so far. The entire working of 
the society has been in accordance with guidelines issued 
by Ministry of Human Resource Development, Government 
oflndia. It has further been submitted that as per activities 
of organization there is no demand for affording employment 
to another employee as there are already nine members in 
the staff for the working of the organization, it is sufficient 
to execute the programme of the organization. If any 
vacancy will arise in the future, notification will be given 
calling for application from the interested candidates. There 
is no substance in the claim statement, it is baseless and fit 
to be rejected and claim petition deserves to be dismissed. 

10. Both the parties were directed to file their 
evidence to assess the legality or otherwise of the alleged 
termination order. Petitioner workman has filed his own 
affidavit in support of his claim statement and has marked 
11 documents Ex. W1 to W 11 in support of his claim. The 
workman has produced himself for cross examination and 
was cross examined by Respondents at length. From the 
side of Respondent Smt. T. Rajani Kumari, Incharge Director 
of Jan Sikshan Sansthan has filed her affidavit and she has 
produced herself for cross examination. During course of 
cross examination, she stated that an enquiry was 
conducted on 28-4-2006 in the matter of absence of the 
Petitioner from duty, she was directed to file the enquiry 
proceeding book, but she has not been able to file any 
enquiry proceeding book. However, she filed show cause 
notice written on letter head of Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
addressed to Sri C. Aruna Prasad, the workman and 
proceeding of Incharge Director, Jan Sikshan Sansthan, 
xerox copy of letter dated 29-8-2006 addressed to Regional 
Provident Fund Commissioner regarding payment of PF 
arrears the six employees of Jan Sikshan Sansthan and 
xerox copy of combined challan account voucher. 
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11. I have heard Learned Counsel for Petitioner 
workman and that of Respondent No.2,3 and 4. 
Respondents have also filed written argument through their 
counsel. In the present case this tribunal has to adjudicate 
the following points: 

(I) Whether the action of the management in 
terminating the services of the workman is 
arbitrary, illegal and violative of principles of 
natural justice. 

(II) Whether any departmental or domestic enquiry 
was conducted by the management following 
the principles of natural justice it’s effect? 

(III) To what relief if any the Petitioner workman is 
entitled? 

12. Point No.(l): It is admitted case of the parties that 
Petitioner Sri M. Sarath Krishna was appointed as 
Receptionist in the organization of the management 
Respondent No.3 and 4. It is also undisputed fact that 
Petitioner was terminated w.e.f. 1-4-2006. The question 
before this tribunal is to adjudicate whether the action of 
the management in terminating the services of the Petitioner 
is illegal or arbitrary or violative of principles of natural 
justice or not. Workman has filed his affidavit wherein lie 
has stated oath that he was terminated by a oral order from 
1-4-2006. Against this allegation of the workman the 
Incharge Director of the Respondent No.3 and 4 has 
contended that Petitioner himself absconded from the duty. 
Therefore, notice was given to him to report for duty. Since 
he did not appear even after the due notice, his services 
were terminated. The Petitioner in his cross examination 
stated that he was not absent from duty in the month of 
March, 2006. This question was asked from the Petitioner 
during cross examination that he remained absent in the 
month of March. 2006. However, no such allegation was 
made by the Respondent while filing their counter statement 
before this tribunal. If the Petitioner was absent for entire 
month of March, 2006 this allegation should have been 
brought before the court through the counter statement 
filed by the Respondent No.3 and 4,beeause they were the 
supervisory authority and they were looking after the 
absence of the workman concerned. But no such statement 
was made by the Respondent either through the counter 
statement or through their affidavit filed before this 
tribunal. Thus, the suggestion given by the Respondent 
to the workman during the course of his cross examination 
has got no value and no credence can be given to such 
suggestion made by the Respondent. Not only that the 
workman has stated that his services were terminated by 
oral order and no notice was given to him. If any notice 
would have been given to the Petitioner then, the copy of 
such notice should have been served on Petitioner himself. 
But there is no allegation that copy of notice was served 
on Petitioner, if it is served on Petitioner what was the 
mode of service, it not been disclosed by the Respondent 
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who were duty bound to prove before this tribunal that 
notice was given to the Petitioner either to resume the duty 
or to show cause for non attendance to the duty. Only 
alleged copy has been placed on the office file and the 
notice board. There is no mention in this notice that a copy 
of this notice was given to the Petitioner workman. Placing 
a copy of notice on the notice board itself is not a sufficient 
and proper service. That too without making any categorical 
statement either through the counter statement or through 
the affidavit filed in evidence by the Respondent No.3 and 
4. The alleged show cause notice filed before this tribunal 
said to have been issued on 10-4-2006 appears to be 
manufactured document because it is printed and typed 
and on a very fresh and new paper. No attendance register 
has been filed by the Respondent to show that the workman 
remained absent during the month of March, 2006. It was 
the duty of the Respondent to prove that the workman was 
absent through out the month of March and he was 
responsible for his termination from service due to 
remaining absent w ithout any intimation or leave from the 
Respondent management. It is material evidence which must 
be available in the office of the Respondent but it has not 
been brought before court and has been concealed by the 
Respondent and they simply stated that Petitioner himself 
has absconded, which resulted in his termination through 
written order. How this termination order was served on 
the Petitioner is also a matter of consideration because 
mode of service of termination order is not disclosed, this 
termination order is also typed and prepared on a very 
fresh paper, it does not appear to be passed on 25-4-2006 
i.e., 4 years old entire material typed in this paper and 
signature appear to be very fresh. More over, this 
termination order also appears to have been doctored after 
deliberation. Smt. T. Rajani Kumari appeared before this 
tribunal for cross examination who stated in her cross 
examination that she has sent notice of absconding on 
10-4-2006 on the address of the Petitioner but, there is no 
endorsement of the giving a copy to the Petitioner. Though 
there is endorsement in the termination order regarding 
marking copy to the Petitioner but there is no endorsement 
on the show cause notice that a copy of show cause notice 
was given to the Petitioner. However, she has stated that 
acknowledgement of the notice was not received in the 
office of the Respondent. In the next sentence, she has 
stated that she do not remember whether notice was sent 
to Petitioner through registered post or ordinary post, 
however, it was displayed on the notice board. This shows 
that notice was neither sent through ordinary or through 
the registered post, it is after thought action of the 
management. She has stated that enquiry was ordered on 
28-4-2006 however, she has not been able to produce the 
order regarding constitution of domestic enquiry against 
the Petitioner as such, her statement to this effect can not 
be accepted. Though she has stated that enquiry notice 
was sent through the post. But no such enquiry notice has 
been filed nor any postal receipt has been filed by the 


management. This prove that the alleged written termination 
order filed by the Respondent management during course 
of the cross examination of the Respondent witness is a 
manufactured document prepared for the purpose of this 
case. It was a non existing document and the contention of 
the Petitioner appears to be correct that his services were 
terminated without any written order. Thus, action of 
management in terminating the services'of the Petitioner 
who was appointed by written order is unfair labour practice 
and illegal and unsustainable in eye of law. Point No. I is 
answered accordingly. 

13. Point No.(II): The Respondent has submitted that 
enquiry has been conducted on 24-4-2006 after givmu 
notice to the Petitioner and he was further directed to attend 
the enquiry, however, Respondent has not been able to file 
any such document or material before this tribunal which 
may go to show' that any enquiry was ordered by the 
department or any enquiry was conducted by the 
management. If the enquiry was conducted who was the 
Enquiry Officer, what was the mode of enquin and 
procedure of enquiry, this material fact has not been brought 
before this tribunal. Apart from this, Smt. I Rajani Kumari 
has admitted in her last sentence on page one of her cross 
examination that no formal charge sheet was issued to die 
Petitioner, only show' cause notice was issued She has 
stated that Petitioner was a temporary employee as such, 
no charge sheet was issued to him. She has further stated 
that Enquiry Officer w-as appointed by her. but. who was 
the Enquiry Officer she has not been able to explain 
However, she has admitted that proceeding of appointing. 
Enquiry Officer was not done because Petitioner was 
temporary employee, this prove that unfair labour practice 
and violation of provisions of Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 
has been committed. If an enquiry has to be conducted 
then Enquiry Officer should have been appointed, the name 
of the Enquiry Officer, place and lime of hearing of the 
enquiry proceeding has to be intimated to the delinquent 
employee w'hich has not been done in the present case. 
However, Smt. T. Rajani Kumari has stated that she do not 
remember the name of the Enquiry Officer. In the next 
sentence she has stated that there was enquiry report, [kit 
she has not filed the enquiry report before this tribunal. If 
any enquiry report was prepared in this case, the 
Respondent is duty bound to file the same before this 
tribunal. Non-production of enquiry report before this 
tribunal give an adverse impact on the functioning of the 
Respondent and it amounts to non compliance of the 
principles of natural justice. Smt T. Rajani Kumari has further 
stated that based on the enquiry report Petitioner's services 
were terminated by order dated 24-4-2006. If order dated 
24-4-2006 was passed on the basis of enquiry report then 
the statement of Smt. T. Rajani Kumari given before this 
tribunal that enquiry was conducted on 28-4-2006 is 
incorrect and false. If enquiry was conducted on 28-4-2006. 
the order of termination could not have been passed on 
24-4-2006 on the basis of enquiry report dated 28-4-2006. 
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the contention of the Respondent that she has passed 
written termination order basing on the enquiry report of 
the Enquiry Officer is totally false and she is a truth less 
and unreliable witness. It appears that no enquiry was 
conducted and Petitioner was terminated without any order. 
Thus, the manner in which the services of the Petitioner 
has been terminated in unjust, illegal and it amounts to 
unfair labour practice and violative of principles of natural 
justice. The entire action of the management is wholly illegal 
and unjustifiable. No enquiry was conducted in the present 
case and if alleged to have been conducted, the principles 
of natural justice has been completely violated in the present 
case. Point No. II is decided accordingly. 

14. Point No.(III): From the discussion of point Nos. 
(I) and (II) this tribunal has come to the conclusion that no 
enquiry was conducted in the matter of present Petitioner, 
no written termination order was passed as alleged by the 
Respondent though Petitioner was appointed by a written 
order. He could not have been terminated by oral order. 
The absence or absconding of Petitioner has not been 
proved in this case. The termination of services of the 
Petitioner through oral order is wholly arbitrary, 
unjustifiable, illegal and violative of principles of natural 
justice and it deserves to be quashed, it is being quashed, 
Petitioner deserves to be reinstated in the service but 
without back wages. Respondent is directed to reinstate 
the Petitioner in the service on the same post and same 
wages within two months from the date of publication of 
this award. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt, P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected by me on this the 31 st day of 
August, 2010. 

VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding Officer 
Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for the 

the Petitioner Respondent 

WW1: Sri C. Aruna MW 1: Smt. T. Rajani Kumari 

Prasad 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex.Wl: Copy showing scheme of Jan Sikshah Sansthan 
which runs in 84 pages 

Ex.W2: Copy of scheme of State Bank of India Saving 
Scheme for safety growth liquidity paper No.85 
which runs to 12 pages 

Ex.W3: Copy of salary certificate dt.24-08-2004 

Ex.W4: Copy of minutes of meeting of Jan Sikshan 
Sansthan dt.8-6-2005 


Ex. W5: Copy of statement showing employee wise 
emolument statement paper No. 103 

Ex.W6: Copy of complaint paper 

Ex.W7; Copy of representation to Chairman of 
Respondent dt. 17-12-2005 

Ex. W8: Copy of inspection report of the office of PI HO 
dt.23-12-2005 

Ex.W9: Copy of note for payment of PF arrears submitted 
to Vice Chairman, JSS, Hyderabad 

Ex.W10: Copy of representation to Chairman 

Ex.Wl 1: Copy of agenda notes for BOM meeting 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 21 st October, 2010 

S.O. 2857 —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the aw ard (Ref. No. 83 2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour 
Court, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexurc in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Jan Siksha Sansthan and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
21 - 10 - 2010 . 

[No. 1.-42025 13 2010-1 R(l)l j) j 
JOHAN TOPNO. Under Secy 

ANNEXURE 

BEFDRETHECENTRALGOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALrCUM-LABOURCOURTAT 

HYDERABAD 

Present:- Shri Ved Prakash Gaur Presiding Officer 
Dated the 31 st day of August. 2010 

Industrial Dispute L.C.No.83/2006 
Between: 
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Sri M. Sarath Krishna, 

S/o M.GK. Murthy, 

C/o M/s. Abhinand Kumar Shavili, 

240-A, Brindavan Apartments, 

Niioffer Hospital Road, 

Red Hills, Hyderabad ...Petitioner 


never gave any scope or opportunity to anyone to doubt 
his integrity and devotion towards duty. Initially the 
Petitioner was paid a consolidated amount of Rs 3500 pet- 
month which was enhanced to Rs. 4000 from I *04-2004. he 
was drawing consolidated salary- of Rs.3500 per month on 
date of termination. 


1. The Secretary, 

Department of Elemenatry Education & Literacy, 
Ministry of Human Resource Development, 
Government of India, New Delhi-110001. 

2. The Director General, 

National Literacy Mission, 

Department of Elemenatry Education & Literacy, 
Ministry- of Human Resource Development, 
Government of India, New Delhi- 110001. 

3. Ihe Chairman, 

I he Board of ^Management, 

Jan Sikshan Sansthan, Mallepalli ITI Campus, 
Vijayanagar Colony, Hyderabad. 

4. The Director, 

Jan Sikshan Sansthan, Mallepali ITI Campus, 
Vijayanagar Colony, Hydreabad ...Respondents 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : M/s. Abhinand Kumar Shavili & 
K. Srinivas Prasad, Advocates. 

For the Respondent ; M/s. P. Raveender Reddy, 
Advocates for R1 & R2. 

M/s Kanakamedala Ravindra 
Kumar, K.V. Rajendra Prasad & 

I Tejeswara Rao, Advocates for R3 
&R4. 

AWARD 

Petitioner Sri M. Sarath Krishna has filed this petition 
under Sec. 2 A (2 jot the I. D. Act, 1947 in light ofthe judgment 
of the I Ion ’b 1 e High Court of Andhra Pradesh reported in 
W P. No.8395 of 1989 dated 3-8-1995 between Sri U. 
Chinnappa and M/s. Cotton Corporation of India and two 
others challenging oral order of his termination dated 1-4- 
2006 as illegal, arbitrary- and violative of principles of natural 
justice with prayer to quash the oral termination order and 
to reinstate him into service of the Respondent 
management. 

2. It has been contended by the Petitioner in his 
claim statement after completing his intermediate, he was 
appointed as Receptionist in 3rd Respondent’s organization 
on I -10-2002, later on he was appointed in the post of Field 
Assistant on 8-6-2005. While discharging his duties he 


3. The Respondent Jan Sikshan Sansthan is a 
registered society set up as non-govemmental organization 
and the affairs of the Jan Sikshan Sansthan is being looked 
after by Board of Management. The organization is funded 
by Government of India which issued guidelines from time 
to time for developing, planning and maintaining 
collaborations with the other institutions/agencics. 

4. The Petitioner was appointed as Receptionist as 
per staff pattern fixed by Board of Management. The initial 
appointment was for period of 6 months on contract basis 
which was subsequently extended with a fresh contract 
from time to time, no written contract was entered into 
between the Petitioner and the management. The Petitioner 
has been working without any adverse remarks and the 
management has been paying EPF contribution in respect 
of the employees to the EPF organization. Inspecting Officer 
has visited the office of Jan Sikshan Sansthan in the month 
of December, 2005 who noted the number of employees 
working in Jan Sikshan Sansthan and issued a show cause 
notice to Jan Sikshan Sansthan for paying EPF contribution 
from the date of initial appointment of the employees. On 
the basis of the notice of EPF organization the Jan Sikshan 
Sansthan organization started making payment of EPF 
contribution for the month of December 2005 to March, 
2006. Jan Sikshan Sansthan had not paid EPF organization 
for rest of the employees. 

5. The workman has further submitted that without 
assigning any reason the Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
management has terminated services of the Petitioner 
workman without giving any reason or notice, which is 
fully arbitrary and illegal and violative of principles of 
natural justice. The Respondents are continuing the 
services of Sri J. Satyanarayana. Accountant who has 
misappropriated the fund of Jan Sikshan Sansthan. which 
would demonstrate that the Respondent are shielding 
corrupt employees and terminating the services of Petitioner 
like workers. It has further been contended in the claim 
statement that the entire staff of Jan Sikshan Sansthan is 
appointed on contract basis as per the guidelines issued 
by the Government of India. But Respondents are 
continuing the services of some of the employees without 
any break but terminating services of other employees 
without assigning any reasons which amounts to unfair 
labour practice. Petitioner workman had requested this 
tribunal by way of his claim statement that the oral 
termination order be declared as illegal and it be quashed 
and Petitioner be reinstated with back wages. 
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Human Resource Development, Government of India. It 
hie fiirthpr heen submitted that as per activities of 


6. Respondent No. I and 2 has filed joint counter 
statement through their Under Secretary Sri S.K. Ohri 
stating therein that activities of Jan Sikshan Sansthan which 
managed by Board of management which is a non 
governmental organization registered under Societies 
Registration Act. The staff of the Jan Sikshan Sansthan is 
appointed by its management and no employee has been 
appointed by the Government of India. The Government of 
India only releases annual recurring grant to conduct the 
programmes/activities, therefore the Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
is not instrumentality of the State. Jan Sikshan Sansthan is 
a voluntary organization, therefore the Government of India 
and Respondent No. 1 and 2 should not have been arrayed 
as Respondents. The management of Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
is vested in a duly constituted Board of management which 
is policy making and supervisory body and they have the 
power to recruit and decide the service conditions including 
remunerations of employees. Government of India has 
nothing to do with these state of affairs. 

7. Respondent No. 3 and 4 have also filed joint 
counter statement wherein they have stated that Jan 
Sikshan Sansthan is a registered society, the object of the 
society are mentioned in para (a) to (e) of the counter 
statement. They have further stated that the Petition is not 
maintainable under Sec. 2A(2) because the Petitioner s are 
not workmen. They have further alleged that the Petitioner 
was initially appointed for 6 months. He was taken into 
service purely on ad hoc basis without any fixed period. 
The EPF contribution of the Petitioner has been paid by 
the Respondent. 

8. The contention of the Petitioner that their services 
were terminated orally w.e.f. 1-4-2006 is incorrect. The 
Respondent No. 3 and 4 has stated that Petitioner himself 
absconded from duty without assigning any reason or 
intimation to the office. The continuous absence of 
Petitioner from duties without intimation amount to 
misconduct as such, a notice was issued to the Petitioner 
calling upon him to report for duty, said notice was displayed 
on the notice board giving one week’s time to report on 
duty. But Petitioner failed to report to duty even after expiry 
of the prescribed period. Thus, an enquiry was conducted 
and the services of the Petitioner were terminated. There is 
no illegality in terminating the services of the Petitioner. 
Respondent has followed due procedure of the law in 
terminating the services of the Petitioner. The Respondent 
has further challenged the allegation of the workman that 
the Respondents are dispensing with services of the one 
contract employee with that of another employee without 
any reason. 

9. It has further been alleged that there is no complaint 
with regard to the functioning and activities of the society 
from any quarter. The entire working of the society has 
been in accordance with guidelines issued by Ministry of 


organization there is no demand for affording another 
employee as there are already nine members in the staff for 
the working of the organization, it is sufficient to execute 
the programme of the organization. If any vacancy will 
arise in the future, notification will be given calling for 
application from the interested candidates. I here is no 
subsistence in the claim statement, it is baseless and fit to 
be rejected and claim petition deserves to be dismissed. 

10. Both the parties were directed to file their evidence 
to assess the legality or otherwise of the alleged termination 
order. Petitioner workman has filed his own affidavit in 
support of his claim statement and has marked 11 documents 
Ex.Wl to Wli in support of his claim. The workman has 
produced himself for cross-examination and was cross- 
examined by Respondents at length. From the side of 
Respondent Smt. T. Rajani Kumari, Incharge Director of 
Jan Sikshan Sansthan has filed her affidavit and she has 
produced herself for cross-examination. During course of 
cross-examination, she stated that an enquiry was 
conducted on 28-4-2006 in the matter of absence of the 
Petitioner from duty. She was directed to file the enquiry 
proceeding book, but she has not been able to tile any 
enquiry proceeding book. However, she filed show cause 
notice written on a letter head of Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
addressed to Sri M. Sarath Krishna, the workman, xerox 
copy of letter dated 29-8-2006 addressed to Regional 
Provident Fund Commissioner regarding payment of PF 
arrears to six employees of Jan Sikshan Sansthan and xei ox 
copy of combined challan account voucher. 

11. 1 have heard Learned Counsel for Petitioner 
workman and that of Respondent No.2, 3 and 4. 
Respondents have also filed written argument through their 
counsel. In the present case this tribunal has to adjudicate 
the following points: 

(I) Whether the action of the management in 
terminating the services of the workman is 
arbitrary, illegal and violative of principles of 
natural justice. 

(II) Whether any departmental or domestic enquiry 
was conducted by the management following 
the principles of natural justice ’ 

(III) To what relief if any the Petitioner workman is 
entitled? 

12. Point No, (I): It is admitted case of the parties that 
Petitioner Sri M. Sarath Krishna was appointed Receptionist 
in the organization of the management of Respondent No. j 
and 4. It is also undisputed fact that Petitioner was 
terminated w.e.f. I -4-2006.1 he question before this tribunal 
is to adjudicate whether the action of the management m 
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terminating the services of the Petitioner is illegal or arbitrary 
or violative of principles of natural justice or not. Workman 
has filed his affidavit wherein he has stated on oath that he 
was terminated by a oral order from 1 -4-2006. Against this 
allegation of the workman the Incharge Director of the 
Respondent No.3 and 4 has contended that Petitioner 
himself absconded from the duty, therefore, notice was 
given to him to report for duty. Since he did not appear 
even after the due notice his services were terminated. The 
Petitioner in his cross examination stated that he was not 
absent from duty without any intimation in the month of 
March, 2006. This question was asked from the Petitioner 
during cross examination, “that he remained absent in the 
month of March, 2006.” However, no such allegation was 
made by the Respondent while filing their counter statement 
before this tribunal. If the Petitioner was absent for entire 
month of March, 2006 this allegation should have been 
brought before the court through the counter statement 
filed by the Respondent No.3 and 4, because they were the 
supervisor)' authority and they were looking after the work 
of the workman concerned. But no such statement was 
made by the Respondent cither through counter statement 
or through their affidavit filed before this tribunal. Thus, 
the suggestion given by the Respondent to the workman 
during the course of his cross examination has got no value 
and no credence can be given to such suggestion made by 
the Respondent. Not only that the workman has stated 
that his services were terminated by oral order and no notice 
was given to him. If any notice would have been given to 
the Petitioner then, the copy of such notice should have 
been served on Petitioner himself and a copy would have 
been preserved. But there is no allegation that copy of 
notice was served on Petitioner, if it is served on Petitioner 
what was the mode of service has not been disclosed by 
the Respondent who were duty bound to prove before this 
tribunal that notice was given to the Petitioner either to 
tesume the duty or to show cause for non attendance to 
the duty. A copy is placed on the office file and alleged to 
have been placed on notice board. There is no mention in 

, not,Cc thal C °P>’ this notice was given to the 
Petitioner workman Displaying a copy of notice on the 
notice board itself is not a proper and sufficient service. 

hat too without making any categorical statement either 
through the counter statement or through the affidavit filed 
m evidence by the Respondent No.3 and 4. The alleged 
show cause notice filed before this tribunal alleged to have 
been issued on 10-4-2006, appears to be doctored document 
because it is printed and typed and on a fresh and new 
paper. No attendance register has been produced bv the 
Respondent to show that the workman remained absent 
during the month of March, 2006. It was the duty of the 
Respondent to prove that the workman was absent through 
out the month of March and he was responsible for his 
termination from service due to remaining absent without 


any intimation or leave from the Respondent management. 
It is material question and its evidence must be available in 
the office of the Respondent, who have concealed material 
piece of evidence. They have simply staled that Petitioner 
himself has absconded, he was terminated through written 
order. How this termination order was served on the 
Petitioner is also a matter of doubt, because this termination 
order is typed on a fresh paper, it does not appear to be 
passed on 25-4-2006 but the entire typing and signature 
appear to be very fresh. Smt. T. Raj am Kumari appeared 
before this tribunal for cross examination who stated in her 
cross examination that she has sent notice of absconding 
on 20-4-2006 on the address of the Petitioner but there is 
no endorsement of the giving a copy to the Petitioner though 
there is endorsement in the order of termination, regarding 
marking Of copy to the Petitioner, but there is no 
endorsement on the show cause notice that a copy of.shoo 
cause notice was given to the Petitioner. However. MWi 
has stated that acknowledgement of the notice was not 
received in the office of the Respondent In the next 
sentence, she has stated that she do not remember whether 
notice was sent to Petitioner through registered post or 
ordinary post. But it was displayed on the notice board. 
This shows that notice was neither sent by ordinal) post 
nor through the registered post but alleged notice is a 
concocted document and after thought action of the 
management. MW I has stated that enquiry was ordered 
on 28-4-2006 however, she has not been able to produce 
the order regarding constitution of domestic enquiry as 
such, her statement to this effect can not be accepted. 
Though MW I has stated that enquiry notice was sent 
through the post, but no such enquiry notice has been 
filed nor any postal receipt lias been filed by the 
management. I his prove that the alleged written termination 
order filed by the Respondent management during course 
of the cross examination of the Respondent witness is a 
manufactured document prepared for the purpose of tins 
case. It was a non existing document and the contention ol 
the Petitioner appears to be correct that his services were 
terminated without any Written order. I litis, action of 
management in terminating the services of the Petitioner 
who was appointed by written order is unfair labour practice 
and illegal and unsustainable in eye of law Point No.i is 
ansvvered accordinglv. 

Ij. Point No. (11) : I he Respondent has submitted 
that enquiry lias been conducted on 28-4-2006 alter giving 
notice to the Petitioner and he was further directed to attend 
the enquitv but she has not been able to file any such 
document or material before this tribunal which may go to 
show that any enquiry was ordered by the MW 1 or 
conducted by the management. If the enquiry was 
conducted who was the l-nquiry Officer, what was the mode 
of enquiry and procedure of enquiry, this material fact has 
not been brought before this tribunal by the Respondent 
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management. Apart from this, Smt. T, Rajani Kumari, MW1 
has admitted in her cross-examination, (last sentence of 
page one of her cross-examination) that no formal charge- 
sheet was issued to the Petitioner only show cause notice 
was issued. She has stated that Petitioner was a temporary 
employee as such, no charge-sheet was issued to him. She 
has further stated that Enquiry Officer was appointed by 
her, but, who was the Enquiry Officer she could not explain. 
However, she has admitted that proceeding of appointing 
Enquiry Officer was not done because Petitioner was 
temporary employee. It proves that unfair labour practice 
and violation of provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
has been committed in this case, if an enquiry was 
conducted then Enquiry Officer should have been 
appointed, in that case, name of the Enquiry Officer, place 
and time of hearing of the enquiry proceeding has to be 
intimated to the delinquent employee, which has not been 
done in the present case. However, Smt, T. Rajani Kumari, 
MW 1 has stated that she do not remember the name of the 
Enquiry Officer. In the next sentence she has stated that 
there was enquiry report, she has not filed the enquiry' 
report before this tribunal. If any enquiry report was 
prepared in this case, the Respondent is duty bound to file 
the same before this tribunal. Non-production of enquiry 
report and proceeding paper before this tribunal give an 
adverse impact on the functioning of the Respondent and 
it amounts to the infringement and non compliance of the 
principles of natural justice. SmtT. Rajani Kumari has further 
stated that based on the enquiry report Petitioner's services 
were terminated by order dated 25-4-2006 on basis of enquiry 
report but enquiry itself was ordered on 28-4-2006 thus, 
statement of Smt. T. Rajani Kumari given before this tribunal 
that enquiry was conducted on 28-4-2006 is incorrect and 
false. If enquiry was conducted on 28-4-2006, the order of 
termination could not have been passed on 25-4-2006 on 
the basis of enquiry report which was ordered on a latter 
date thus, the contention of the Respondent that she has 
passed a written termination order basing on the enquiry 
report of the Enquiry Officer is totally false and she is a 
truth iess and unreliable witness. It appears that no enquiry 
was conducted and Petitioner was terminated without any 
order. Thus, the manner in which the services of the 
Petitioner has been terminated in unjustifiable, illegal and 
it amounts to unfair labour practice and violative of 
principles of natural justice, The entire action of the 
management is wholly illegal and unjustifiable. No enquiry 
was conducted in the present case and if alleged to have 
been conducted, the principles of natural justice has been 
completely violated in the present case. Point No. 11 is 
decided accordingly. 

14. Point No.(III): From the discussion of point Nos. 
(I) and (II) this tribunal has come to the conclusion that no 
enquiry was conducted in the matter of present Petitioner, 
no termination order was passed as alleged by the 


Respondent though Petitioner was appointed by a written 
order. He could not have been terminated bv oral order. 
The absence of Petitioner from duty has also not been 
proved nor absconding of the Petitioner has been proved 
by the Respondent. The termination of services of the 
Petitioner through oral order is wholly arbitrary, 
unjustifiable, illegal and violative of principles of natural 
justice and it deserves to be quashed, it is being quashed. 
Petitioner deserves to be reinstated in the service but 
without back wages. Respondent is directed to reinstate 
the Petitioner in the service on the same post with same 
wage within tvyo months from the date of publication of 
this award. * 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt. P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected by me on this the 3 1st day of 
August, 2010. 

VED PRAKASII GAUR, Presiding Officer 

Append ix of cv iden ce 

Witnesses examined for Witnesses examined for the 

the Petitioner Respondent 

WWI; Sri. M. Sarath MW I: Smt. I . Rajani Kumari 

Krishna 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex.Wl: Copy showing scheme of Jan Sikshan Sansthan 
which runs in 84 pages. 

Ex.W2: Copy of scheme of State Bank of India Saving 
Scheme for safety growth liquidity paper No.85 
whicli runs to 12 pages. 

Ex.W3 : Copy of salary certificate dt. 24-08-2004. 

Ex.W4: Copy of minutes of meeting of Jan Sikshan 
Sansthan dt. 8-6-2005. 

Ex. W5: Copy of statement showing employee wise 
emolument statement paper No. 103., 

Ex.W6: Copy of complaint paper 

Ex.W7: Copy, of representation to. Chairman of 
Respondent dt. 17-12-2005. 

Ex. W8: Copy of inspection report of the office of PI 1 ( ) 
dt. 23-12-2005. 

Ex.W9: Copy of note for payment of PE arrears submitted 
to Vice Chairman, JSS, Hyderabad. 

Ex.WlO: Copy of representation to Chairman. 

Ex.Wl 1: Copy of agenda notes for BOM meeting. 

Documents marked for the Respondent 
NIL 
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New Delhi, the 21 st October, 2010 

S.O. 2858, —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 23/2010) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, No, I, New Delhi as shown intheAnnexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Doordarshan Kendra and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 21-10-2010. 

[No. L-4201 l/67/2009-IR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R. K. YADAV, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO. 1. KARKARDOOMA COURT COMPLEX, DELHI 
I.D. No. 23/2010 
Shri Harbans Singh C/o 
Janvadi General Kamgar Mazdoor Union, 

C/o Room No. 95, Barracks No. 1/10 
Jam Nagar House, 

Shahjahan Road, 

New Delhi-11001! 

...Workman 

Versus 

The Director General, 

Doordarshan Kendra, 

Mandi House, 

New Delhi-110001 

...Management 

AWARD 

A Carpenter was engaged on casual basis by 
Doordarshan Kenrda, Mandi House, New Delhi (in short 
the Doordarshan) on 17th of September, 1981. At the time 
of his engagement, he was 32 years and two months old. 

He belongs to Scheduled Caste category. He rendered 70 
days service in 1981, 152 days in 1982,45 days in 1983,55 
days in 1984,160 days in 1985,50 days in 1986,175 days in 
1987, 197 days in 1988,75 days in 1989,21 S days in 1990 
and 197 days service in 1991. On 9th of June, 1992, a 
regularization scheme was formulated by the Doordarshan, 


in pursuance of judgement passed by the Apex Court in 
Surender Singh’s case [ 1986 (1) S.C.C. 6321 and Central 
Administrative Tribunal Principle Bench. New Delhi, in Anil 
Kumar Mathur(O.A. No. 563 of 1986decided on |4thof 
February, 1992). Case of that Carpenter was considered 
by the Doordarshan for regularization and he was found 
ineligible, being over age. Another scheme of regularization 
was formulated by the Doordarshan on 17-3-94 in which 
scheme also he was found not eligible for regularization. 
.However. Gurdial Singh, who was Junior to that Carpenter 
was regularized in service w.e.f 10th of January. 1993. 
Though the said Carpenter was not regularized in service, 
yet he was engaged on casual basis by the Doordarshan, 

‘ ill 13th of March, 2009 the date when he reached the age of 
superannuation. After reaching the age of superannuation, 
he approached Janvadt General Kamgar Mazdoor Union 
(Regd.) (in short the Union) for redressa! of his grievances, 
relating to non regularization of his services. The I ’nion 
raised an industrial dispute before the Conciliation Officer 
in March, 2009. Since the conciliation proceedings failed 
the appropriate Government referred the dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide Order No. L -420 ] 1 /67 2009 - 
JR (DU), New Delhi dated 8-2-2010, with following terms of 
reference:— 

“Whether the demand of the Janvadi General 
Kamgar Mazdoor Union for regularization of services 
of Shri Harbans Singh as Carpenter by the 
management of Director General. Doordarshan, is 
legal and justified? If yes, what relief the workman is 
entitled and from which date?” 

2. Claim statement was filed by the Union on behalf 
of Shri Harbans Singh pleading therein that the claimant 
was initially employed as Carpenter by the Doordarshan, 
on 17-9-81. His name appears at SI. No.2 of the list prepared 
for regularization by the Doordarshan. Service of the 
claimant were not regularized. However. Shri Gurdial 
Singh, who was junior to the claimant, was regularized w.e. f 
10-1-93. Subsequently, all juniors to the claimant were 
regularized, but services of the claimant were never 
regularized. The claimant performed more than 27 years of 
services with the Doordarshan. He superannuated from 
service on 13-3-2009, but pensionary benefits were not 
granted to him. He belongs to scheduled caste community 
and entitled for age relaxation as per Government of India 
directions, issued from time to time. At the time of his 
initial engagement, there were no recruitment rules lor 
regular appointment to the post of Carpenter. Doordarshan 
had not allowed age relaxation to Harbans Singh. I !e is 
entitled for age relaxation for regularization of service in 
terms of office memorandum No. 49014 2 86 -Fstt. (c) dated 
7th of June, 1998 issued by Department of Personnel and 
Training, Ministry of Personnel. Public Grievances and 
Pension, Government of India, New Delhi. He was also 
entitled for relaxation of age in terms of U.O. No.49 109 9-4- 
SI, dated 5-12-94. No such relaxation in age was granted to 
him, when his case for regularisation was considered. It 
has been claimed that Harbans Singh is entitled for 
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regularization of his service w.e.f. 10-1-93, the date when 
his juniors were regularized. A prayer has been made that 
an award may be passed regularizing his services w.e.f. 
10-1-93 with all consequential benefits, including 
pensionary benefits in his favour. 

3. Claim was demurred by the Doordarshan pleading 
that this T ribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain it, in view 
of the provisions of section 29 of the Administrative 
Tribunal Act, 1985 (in short the Tribunals Act). It has been 
pleaded that the claimant worked with the Doordarshan on 
assignment basis, hence he cannot claim regularization of 
his services, unless covered under the scheme of 
regularization. His case was considered on sympathetic 
grounds under the schemes of 1992 and 1994 but he was 
not found ineligible for regularization, being overage. 
Claimant had reached the age of 60 years and filed the 
claim thereafter, which is beyond limitation. It has not been 
disputed that he was initially engaged on 1-4-84 as a 
Carpenter on assignment basis. He was overage at the 
time of his initial engagement, hence not covered under 
any of the scheme of the regularisation, formulated by the 
Doordarshan. Since the claimant was overage, his claim for 
regularization of service was not equated with the case of 
Shri Gurdial Singh. His claim is liable to be dismissed. 

4. Facts pleaded by the parties were not in dispute. 
Shri B. K, Prasad, authorised representative, made a 
statement that claimant does not want to lead any evidence. 
Ms. Radha Yadav, authorised representative, also made a 
statement that there was no necessity for the Doordarshan, 
also to lead any evidence in the matter. 

5. Arguments were heard at the bar. Shri B. K.. Prasad, 
authorised representative, advanced arguments on behalf 
of the claimant. Ms. Radha Yadav, authorised 
representative, raised her submissions on behalf of the 
Doordarshan. I have given my careful considerations to 
the arguments advanced at the bar and cautiously perused 
the record. My findings on issues involved in the 
controversy are as follows: 

6. First and foremost contention advanced by 
Ms Radha Yadav is that this Tribunal lacks jurisdiction to 
entertain the claim statement. In view of the provisions of 
section 28 of the Tribunals Act. She agitates that for want 
of jurisdiction, the Tribunal cannot enter into the merits of 
the controversy. The Tribunal is obliged to dismiss the 
claim at the thresh-hold. Contra to it Shri Prasad argued 
that the Tribunal has jurisdiction to entertain the claim 
statement since the claimant, being a workman has every 
right to invoke jurisdiction pf this Tribunal under the 
provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (in short the 
Act). 

7. Since an issue has been raised by the Doordarshan, 
it is expedient to construe provisions of section 28 of the 
Tribunals Act, which is reproduced thus • 


“28. Exclusion of jurisdiction of courts except the 
Supreme Court under Article 136 of the Constitution. 
On and from the date from which any jurisdiction, 
powers and authority becomes exercisable under 
this Act by a Tribunal in relation to recruitment and 
matters concerning recruitment to any service or 
post or service matters concerning members of any 
service or persons appointed to any service or post. 
No Court-except 

(a) the Supreme Court or 

(b) any Industrial Tribunal, Labour Court or other 
authority constituted under the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 or any other corresponding laW for the 
time being in force. 

shall have or be entitled to exercise any jurisdiction, 
powers or authority in relation to such recruitment 
or matters concerning such recruitment or such 
service matters.” 

8. The Parliament while investing Central 
Administrative Tribunal with necessary jurisdiction, 
power and authority that the courts and other authorities 
in the country except the Supreme Court, Industrial 
Tribunal, Labour Court, and other authorities constituted 
under the Act had in those matters. Both Central 
Administrative Tribunal and Industrial Tribunal have 
jurisdiction to deal with the disputes, if they relate to a 
public servant referred to in section 14 (I) ol the I ribunal.s 
Act, provided such public servant is also workman within 
the meaning of the Act. The choice is left with such 
workman of invokingjurisdiction ofeither forum constituted 
under the Act or under the Tribunals Act. Therefore, one 
additional forum redressal of the grievance that is Industrial 
Tribunal, besides the Central Administrative Tribunal has 
been provided. Remedy available under the Act is not 
equivalent remedy to one available under the 1 ribunals 
Act. Concurrent jurisdiction to adjudicate into service 
matters had been confirmed on Central Administrative 
Tribunal alongwith the Industrial Tribunal and Labour 
Courts. Therefore it would not be correct.to say that a 
workman can not approach the Industrial Tribunal. He may 
approach either the Industrial Tribunal of the Central 
Administrative Tribunal for redressal of his grievances. 
Therefore, this Tribunal is competent to exercise its 
jurisdiction since it had concurrent jurisdiction with the 
Central Administrative Tribunal to entertain the matter of a 
workman. Contention advanced by the Doordarshan is 
unfounded. Same is therefore, discarded. 

9. Now. 1 would enter into the fads of the 
controversy. Ministry of Information and Broadcasting. 
Government of India, New Delhi, formulated the 
Doordarshan programme (Technicians/Group “C” posts) 
Recruitment Rules, 1987 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Rules), which were notified in the Gazette on 13-10-1987. 
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As per the Rules referred above for appointment to the 
post of a Carpenter, one should be 8th standard pass and 
between 18 and 25 years of age. However, relaxation of age 
limit as applicable to candidates belonging to scheduled 
cast, scheduled tribes, ex-serviceman and other special 
categories of persons, issued by the Central Government 
from time to time was to apply in that regard. As projected 
the claimant was matriculate whose date of birth is 1st 
of February, 1949. He was engaged as Carpenter on 
assignment basis on I st of April, 1981. Therefore on the 
date of his initial engagement, he was 32 years and two 
, rnoptf|s old. Age relaxation for a period of five years is 
scheduled caste candidate. Consequently 
;! i Qhjhp dat^f his initial engagement, he was overage by 
two years and two months. 

10. Whether the Doordarshan, could engage the 
claimant on assignment basis, who was overage on the 
date of his initial engagement? Answer of this proposition 
is available in OM No. F. No. 49014/2/86 - Estt (c) dated 7th 
of June, 1988 issued by Department of Personnel and 
1 raining. Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievance and 
Pension, Government of India, New Delhi. In that office 
memorandum policy regarding engagement of casual 
workers in Central Government offices w'as reviewed, in 
view of the judgement of the Apex Court in Surender Singh’s 
case (supra). Besides other factors detailed therein, it has 
been prescribed that regularization of services of casual 
worker will continue to be governed by the instructions 
issued by Department of Personnel and Training in that 
regard. While considering such regularization, a casual 
worker may be given relaxation in upper age limit only 
ifat the time of initial recruitment as a casual worker he has 
not crossed upper age limit for the relevant post. Therefore, 
it is evident that in the matter of recruitment of casual worker, 
the Government may employ a person who has crossed 
the upper age limit on the date of his initial engagement. 
However his regularization is not permissible. If the 
Government wants to made a departure from the 
instructions referred above, for the purpose of his 
regularization, prior concurrence oif Ministry of Finance 
and Department of Personnel and Training is to be 
obtained. Therefore, it is evident that the engagement of 
the claimant as a Carpenter on assignment basis is 
permissible under the Rules, even if he has crossed upper 
age limit on the date of his initial engagement. However, he 
was not eligible for regularization of his services. In case 
Doordarshan intended to regularize his services prior 
concurrence of Ministry of Finance and Department of 
Personnel and Training was expedient. The Doordarshan 
never wanted to deviate from those instructions. Hence 
there was no occasion to obtain prior concurrence of. 
Ministry of Finance and Department of Personnel and 
Training. Consequently regularization of the claimant in 
service was not permissible under the motions referred 

above. 


11. Claimant rendered 70 days service in 1981. 152 
days service in 1982,45 days in 1983, 55 days in 1984, 160 
days in 1985, 50 days in 1986, 175 days in 1987. 197 days 
in 1988, 75 days in 1989, 2 15 days in 1990 and 197 days 
service in 1991. Doordarshan formulated a scheme for 
regularization of its casual staff on 9-8-1992. The said 
scheme was applicable to ail those casual artists who were 
employed on 31-12-91, provided they were engaged for 
aggregate period of 120 days in a calendar year. The broken 
period in between the engagement and disengagement was 
to be ignored for the purpose of regularization. The number 
of days were to be computed on the basis of actual working 
days in the muster roll or attendance sheet or Q sheets. 
The upper age limit was to be relaxed to the extent of service 
rendered by a casual artist at the time of his regularization. 
A minimum of 120 days service in aggregate, in one year, 
was to be treated as one year service rendered for that 
purpose. The service rendered for less than 120 da\s in a 
year was not to qualify forage relaxation. Case of claimant 
was considered under the said scheme for the purpose ol 
regularization. On 9-6-92, his age was 43 years four months 
and 8 days. As detailed above, he rendered 1 20 davs service 
in 1982, 1985, 1987. 1988, 1990 and 1991. Thus he rendered 
120 days service in six years prior to 1992. In 1992 he 
rendered more than 120 days service prior to 9th of June. 
92. Thus he rendered 7 years complete service (120 days 
service in those calendar years) for which he was given 
age relaxation. By granting age relaxation, as applicable to 
a candidate of scheduled caste category and 7 wars 
relaxation for 120 days service in those years, the claimant 
had not reached that stage where he could be said within 
the maxima of age prescibed for the post. Since he was 
above the maxima of age on the date of his initial 
engagement, he could not become eligible on any 
subsequent date, as far as age eligibility was concerned., 
therefore, he was lound to be overage. The management 
never opted to deviate from the office memorandum, issued 
by Department of Personnel and Training on 7th of June 
1988. 

12. On 17th of March. 94, second scheme of 
regularisation of casual staff artist was formulated h\ the 
Doordarshan. In the said scheme the number of days were 
to be computed on the basis ot tormula, provided in 
scheme dated 9-6-92 tor the purpose o! regularization. 
Therefore in 1992 the claimant could not reach within the 
maxima of age limit prescribed lor recruitment to the post 
of Carpenter. 1 he Doordarshan opted not to regularise 
services ot the claimant and their actions cannot be termed 
as unjustified or illegal. In the same manner a scheme was 
formulated on 13-5-97 to regularize casual artists work me 
with the Doordarshan, who could not be regularized for 
want of vacancies. In that scheme too. relaxation of age for 
number of years an employee had worked on assignment 
basis was to be computed as per formula provided in 
scheme dated 9-6-92. Therefore according that scheme too 
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the claimant was not eligible for regularization of his 
services. Action of the management is found to be legal 
and justified in that regard too. 

13. Claimant asserts that Gurdyal Singh, his junior 
was regularized on 10-1 -93. He claims that since his junior 
has been regularized he is also entitled for regularisation 
of his services from 10-1-1993. Doordarshan projects that 
though Shri Gurdyal Singh was junior to the claimant, yet 
he was within the prescribed age limit. Hence his case was 
considered for regularization. Since the claimant was 
overage his case could not be considered for 
regularization in service. 

J4. Whether the claimant has been discriminated? 
For an answer constitutional provisions are to be 
considered. Equality before law and equal protection of 
laws are fundamental rights of every person, ordains Article 
14 of the Constitution. The guiding principles laid in Article 
14 are that persons, who are similarly situated shall be 
treated alike both in privileges conferred and liability 
imposed which means that amongst equals the law should 
be equal and should be equally administered and that like 
should be treated alike. Article 16 of the Constitution 
guarantees equally of opportunities for all citizens in 
matters relating to employment or appointment to any office 
under the State. What is guaranteed is the equality of 
opportunity. Like all other employers government is also 
entitled to pick and choose from amongst a large number 
of candidates offering themselves for employment. But the 
selection process must not be arbitary. The guarantee given 
by clause (a) of Article 16 of the Constitution will cover 
(a) initial appointments (b) promotions (c) termination of 
employment (d) and matters relating to salary periodical 
increments, leaves, gratuity, pension, age of 
superannuation etc. Matters relating to employment or 
appointments include all matters in relations to employment 
both prior and subsequent to the employment which are 
incidental to the employment and form part of the terms 
and conditions of such employment. 

15. Fundamental rights guaranteed by Article 14 
forbids class legislation, but does not forbid classification 
or differentiation which rests upon reasonable ground of 
discretion. Classification is the recognition ofthe relations 
and in making it the government must be allowed a wide 
latitude of discretion and judgment. In a way the 
consequences of such classification would undoubtedly 
be to differentiate persons belonging to that class from 
others. The classification must be founded on an intelligible 
differentia which distinguishes persons or things that are 
grouped together from others left out of the group and the 
differentia must have a rational relation to the object sought, 
to be achieved. Classification may be made according to 
the nature of persons, nature of business and may be based 
with reference to time. 

16. Concept of equality guaranteed by Article 16 of 
the Constitution is something more than formal equality 


and enables the underprivileged groups to have a fair share 
by having more than equal chance and enables the state to 
give favoured treatment to those groups by achieving real 
equality with reference to social needs. ‘Protection 
discrimination’ enabled the state to adopt new strategy to 
bring underprivileged at par with the rest of the society, by 
providing all possible opportunities and incentives to them. 
Therefore a class may be allowed to have preferential 
treatment in the matter relating to employment or 
appointment. There cannot be rule of equality between 
members of separate and independent group of persons. 
Persons can be classified in different groups based on in 
terms of nature of persons nature of business and with 
reference to time. 

17. It is not a disputed fact that Gurdyal Singh was 

within age limit when his case was considered under scheme 
of June 1992, for regularization. The claimant was overage. 
Therefore as far as upper age limit which was required for 
regularization as Carpenter in service of Doordarshan. 
claimant stood on a different and distinct padcstal than 
Gurdyal Singh. Doordarshan was competent to categorise 
persons based on age limit. Consequently it is evident that 
the claimant was not falling in the bracket in which Gurdyal 
Singh was placed. He cannot claim parity with Gurdyal 
Singh. He was not at all discriminated than Gurdyal Singh 
since Gurdyal Singh was in different group than the 
claimant. Therefore, it is not a case where fundamental 
rights of equality available to the claimant were denied to 
him. , n 

18. In view ofthe above reasons it is evident that 
Harbans Singh could not be considered for regularization 
in service since he was overage at the time of his initial 
engagement as well as to when aforesaid schemes were 
formulated and implemented by lire Doordarshan. Action 
of the Doordarshan in not regularizing his service as 
Carpenter is legal and justified. Demand ofthe union for 
regularization of service of, Shri Harbans Singh is 
neither legal nor justified. Precedent in Bal Kishan (1990 (i) 
LLJ 61), Santosh Kumar (1988 (I) LI J 817) and Devender 
Singh (L.P.A. No. 13/2008 decided by High Court of Delhi 
on 12th of February, 2008) nowhere being accolades for 
the claimant. Claim statement is liable to ' be.'discarded, 
hence it is discarded. An award is accordingly passed. It 
be sent to the appropriate Government for publication. 

Dated: 30-9-2010 

Dr. R. K. YADAV, Presiding Olficer 
T i 21 2010 
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New Delhi, the 21 st October, 2010 

S.O. 2859. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 14/2009 ) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, No. 1, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of All India Radio and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
21 - 10 - 2010 . 

[No. L-42011 /38/97-IR (DU)] 
JOHAN TOPON, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DR. R. K.YADAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO. I. KARKARDOOM A COURT COMPLEX, DELHI 

I.D.NO. 14/2009 

Shri Ram Charan Singh through General Secretary, 

Delhi Labour Union, 

Aggrawal Bhavan, 

G. T. Kamal Road. 

Tis Hazari, 

Delhi-110054 

Workman 

Versus 

The Director, 

All India Radio (Akashwani & Doordarshan), 

C. E. (N.Z.) Jamnagar House, 

New Delhi -110001 

Management 

AWARD 

Ram Charan Singh approached this Tribunal with a 
claim for reinstatement of his service with All India Radio 
and Doordarshan (hereinafter referred to as the 
management) when the appropriate Government had 
referred a dispute for adjudication vide order No. L -42011/ 
38/97 -IR (DU) dated 28th May, 98. He agitated that he 
joined services with the management as a labour on 
27-11-95. His services were dispensed with on 16-8-96 in 
an arbitrary and illegal manner. Despite opportunity the 
management failed to file written statement. Ram Charan 
Singh tendered his afffavit as evidence, which was 
appreciated and relied by this Tribunal. His claim was 
granted, vide award dated 21-3-2001 and the Tribunal 
commanded that he was entitled for reinstatement in 
service with continuity and full back wages. The award so 
passed was unsuccessfully assailed by the management 
before the single judge as well as Division Bench of High 


Court of Delhi. Ultimately the management wa> constrained 
to reinstate services of Ram Charan Singh, in pursuance of 
missives given in the award. After reinstatement of his 
service he raised a demand for regularization ofhis ser\ ices. 
His demand was espoused by Delhi Labour Union ( in 
short the Union), who tiled a claim before the Conciliation 
Officer. Since conciliation proceedings failed, appropriate 
Government referred the dispute to this Tribunal vide order 
No. L -4201 i/62/2008 -IR (DU) dated 10-2-2009. with 
following terms: 

“Whether the demand of Delhi Labour Union for 
regularization of services ofShri Ram Charan Singh 
by the management of Ali India Radio w e. f. 27-1V-95 
is legal and justified? If yes, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

2. Claim statement was filed by the Union pleading 
that Ram Charan Singh joined service of the management 
as labour on 27-1 1-95. He was treated as a muster roll 
employee and paid minimum wages revised from time to 
time. His counter-parts doing identical work and treated 
regular employees, were being paid salary in proper pa\ 
scales, besides allowances. His services were terminated 
on 16-8-96 without assigning any valid reason, lie raised 
an industrial dispute, which was referred for adjudication 
to this Tribunal. Award dated 21-3-2001 was passed 
declaring that he was entitled for reinstatement in set vice 
with continuity and full back wages. The management 
assailed that award and lost before the single judge as well 
as Division Bench of High Court of Delhi. When award 
became f nal, he was allowed to join his duties by the 
management in June. 2006, He is entitled to be made 
permanent employee of the management. Non regularization 
ofhis service is illegal, unjust, malafide and amounts to 
unfair labour practice. The job, against which he is working 
is of permanent and regular in nature. Regular employees 
are getting wages higher than him. lie gels status of a 
regular employee on completion of 90 days of continuous 
service, as provided in model standing orders framed under 
Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) 
Act, 1946. Action of the management in not treating him 
regular and paying him less wages than regular employees 
ofhis category amounts to discrimination. His juniors 
have been regularized in service. It has been claimed that 
the management may be directed to regularize his services 
w.e.f. 27-! I -85 and difference of salary on the principle of 
equal pay for equal work may be accorded to him. 

3. Claim was demurred pleading that at no point of 
time the claimant was engaged by the management. There 
had been no employer and employee relationship between 
the claimant and the management. He approached this 
Tribunal in first round of litigation in 1998 and an award 
was passed in his favour on 21 -3-2001. The said award was 
unsuccessfully assailed before single judge and Division 
Bench of the High Court of Delhi. When award became 
final management had to engage the claimant in terms of 
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directions contained in the award. It has been projected 
that mere completion of240 days in service nowhere ripes 
into a claim for regularization in Government service. He is 
not entitled for regularization of his services or any other 
relief claimed by him. His claim statement, being devoid of 
merits, may be dismissed. 

4. Ram Charan Singh tendered his addidavit as 
ev idence besides some documents. He was cross examined 
at length on behalf of the management. Shri S. K. Meena 
(MW1) and Sunjeev Khosla (MW2) tendered their 
affidavits as evidence on behalf of the management. They 
were cross examined at length on behalf of the claimant. 
No other witness was examined by either of the parties. 

5. Arguments were heard at the bar. Shri Mohd. 
Larrukh, authorised representative, advanced arguments 
on behalf of the claimant. Shri S. M. Arif, authorised 
representative, raised her submissions on behalf of the 
management. I have given my careful considerations to 
the arguments advanced at the bar and cautiously perused 
the record. My findings on issues involved in the 
controversy are as follows: 

6. Shri S. K. Meena swear in his affidavit that at 
no point of time the claimant was engaged by the 
management for the job alleged to have been performed by 
him. There had been no employer and employee relationship 
between the claimant and the management. However, 
claimant earlier approached this Tribunal when industrial 
dispute No.! 36 of 98 was referred to it for adjudication by 
the appropriate Government. The said dispute was 
answered in favour of the claimant vide Award dated 
21 -3-2001, placing reliance on his uncontroverted affidavit. 
The award was unsucessfully assailed before the single 
judge and the Division Bench of Delhi High Court. When 
management failed to assail the award, claimant was taken 
on duty under forced circumstances, in the same manner 
Shri Sanjeev Khosla swears in his affidavit Ex.MW2/A 
that at no point of time claimant was engaged by the 
management for job alleged to have been performed by 
him. There had been no relationship of employer and 
employee between the claimant and the management. He 
also repoduced the story of industrial dispute being 
answered in favour of the claimant and attempt of the 
management to assail the award before the single judge 
and the Division Bench of the High Court. He projects that 
in terms of the directions given by this Tribunal in its award 
the claimant was engaged as a casual labour. 

7. Whether the management can be permitted to re¬ 
agitate the issues which were adjudicated by this Tribunal 
vide its award dated 21 -3-2001 ? Although entire Code of 
Civil Procedure, 1908 (in short the Code) is not applicable 
to an industrial adjudication, yet principles of res-judicata 
laid down under Section 11 of the Code are applicable 
whereever possible. In Straw Board Manufacturing 
Company Ltd. (1974 (1) LLJ 499) the Apex Court observed: 

Qljfo - 2-9 


“This is so since multiplicity of litigation, agitation 
and re-agitation of the same dispute at issue between 
the same employer and his employees will not be 
conducive to industrial peace which is principle 
object of all labour legislation bearing on industrial 
adjudication but in holding that (he principles of res- 
judicata is applicable to a particular case, operating 
consideration is whether a matter in dispute in a 
subsequent case had earlier been directly and 
substantially in issue between the same parties and 
the same has been heard and fully decided by the 
Tribunal. The earlier question of issue must be 
relevant and germain in determining question of res- 
judicata in subsequent proceedings. The real 
character of the controversy between the parties is 
the determining factor and in complex and manifold 
one relation between the labour and capital giving 
rise to diverse kind of ruptures of varying nuances 
no east iron rule can be laid dow n. Some distinction 
of whatever shade of magnitude may have to be 
borne in mind in compliance of the principles of res- 
judicata in industrial adjudication in contravention 
to civil proceedings.” 

8. In Hindustan I.iver Ltd. (1984 Lab. 1. C. 276) the 
Apex Court laid that “though this is highly technical 
concept of civil justice may be kept in precise confined 
limits in the field of industrial adjudication which must as 
far as possible be kept free from such technicalities which 
thwart resolution of industrial disputes, it can safely be 
said that principle analogous to res-judicatc can be availed 
of to scuttle any attempt at raising industrial disputes 
repeatedly in defiance of operative settlements and 
awards.” 

9. In Punjab Cooperative Bank Lid. (1975 (11) LLJ 
373) the Apex Court upheld the validity of the application 
of principles of res-judicata to an issue raised in subsequent 
proceedings under Section 33 (C) (2) of the Act which 
had already been decided by a conpetent labour court in 
that regard in earlier industrial dispute. In Bombay Gas 
Company Ltd. (1975 (II) LLJ 345) the Apex Court had gone 
to the extent of even applying principles of constructive 
res-judicata. Justice Alagirisw'ami, speaking for the court, 
observed: 

“The doctrine of res-judicata is a wholesome one 
which is applicable not merely to matters covered 
by the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure 
but to all litigations. It proceeds on the principle that 
there should be no unnecessary litigation and 
whatever claims and defences are open to parties 
should all be put forward at the same time, provided 
no confusion is likely to arise by so putting forward 
all such claims.” 

10. In Mumbai Kamgar Sabha f 1976 (II) LI.J 186j, 
commenting on the above case, Justice Krishna Iyer 
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observed that, “it is clear law, so long as the above rulings 
stands that industrial litigation is no exception to the 
general principle underlying the doctrine of res-judicata”. 
The court entertained a doubt about, “the extension of the 
sophisticated doctrine of constructive res-judicata to 
industrial law which is governed by special methodology 
of conciliation, adjudication and considerations of peaceful 
industrial relations, where collective bargaining and 
pragmatic justice claim precedence over formalised rules 
of decision based on individual contests, specific causes 
of action and findings on particular issues, ” but Bombay 
Gas Company Ltd. case (supra) was distinguished on the 
basis of the observations in that case that “If the workers 
are dis-satisfied with any of the items in respect of which 
their claim has been rejected,,it is open to them to raise a 
fresh dispute/' This observation was interpreted to mean 
that “if a fresh dispute had been raised after terminating 
a prior aw'ard no bar of res-judicata could have been urged”. 
For the purpose of attracting principles of res-judicata the 
issue in the two proceedings must be common. The real 
character of controversy between the parties is the 
determining factor. An award relating to termination of 
services of a workman, after being given the effect to, does 
not impose any continuing obligation on the workman or 
the employer. The award, therefore, becomes final and shall 
not cease to be operative after lapse of one year. It cannot 
be terminated by a notice under sub section (6) of Section 
19 of the Act. That dispute cannot be referred to 
adjudication subsequently. The principles of res-judicata 
as enunciated in Bum & Company Ltd. [1957 (I ) EEJ 226 ] 
would apply to such a ease with full force. 

11. As detailed above Shri S. K. Mecna arid Shri 
Sanjeev Khosla agitate that the claimant was not engaged 
by the management at any point of time for the job alleged 
to have been performed by him. There was no relationship 
of employer and employee between the parties. They 
further agitate that the claimant approached this Tribunal 
with an industrial dispute being I D. No. 136 of 1998, which 
dispute was adjudicated, vide award dated 21 -3-2001. The 
award was unsuccessfully assailed before the single judge 
and Division Bench of the High Court and as such the 
management was constrained to take the claiment on duty 
under forced circumstances. Therefore, out of those facts, 
it is emerging that the management is re-agitating the issue 
to the effect that the claimant was not engaged by it for the 
job alleged to have been performed by him. Award Ex.WW 1/ 
5 proved by the claimant when scanned bring it to light 
that an issue was referred for adjudication as to whether 
action of the management in terminating the services of 
Ram Charan Singh w.e.f. 16-8-96 was just fair and legal if 
not to what relief claimant was entitled to. For adjudication 
of those issues claimant projected that he joined services 
under the management w.e.f. 27-11-95 as labour. He was 
paid wages less than minimum wages revised from time to 
lime. His services were terminated 16-8-96. Therefore, it is 
obvious that the claimant raised issues of his engagement 


by the management as a labour on 27-1 I -95 and termination 
of his services in an illegal manner on 16-8-96, These issues 
were answered in favour of the claimant and he was ordered 
to be reinstated in services of the management with 
continuity and full back wages, vide award referred above. 
Consequently it is evident that the issues which the 
witnesses want to raise now, were agitated before this 
Tribunal in first round of litigation which was lost In the 
management. Award Ex.WW 15 has become final. The 
management cannot be permitted to re-agiialc those 
issues by way of application of principles of res-judicata 
Therefore the evidence of Shri Mecna and Shri Khosla on 
above facts are discarded and management is not permitted 
to reopen those very issues which were adjudicated by 
this Tribunal vide award Ex.WW 1 5. 

12. Claimant deposes that when management lost 
writ petitions it issued order dated 8-6-2006. which is 
Ex.WW 1/7. When perused it emerge out of the order 
Ex.WW 1 .7 that Ram Charan Singh was reinstated in sot v icc 
in compliance ofthe award dated ? I -3-2001 He was directed 
to report for duty on any working day at 9.30 AM before 
15-6-2006. Ram Charan Singh joined his duties on 8-(>-0o 
itself and submitted his joining report Ex.WW 1 8 in that 
regard. Therefore, it is emerging over the record that Ram 
Charan Singh succeeds to project that he is in the sen ices 
ofthe management since 27-1 1-95. He unfolds that his 
juniors have been regularized in service. S Shri llarisli. 
Mukcsh, Dashrath, Ramesh and Sham I a! were workiim 
with him. A few of them joined services after him while a 
few of them joined services aiongwith him. Shri Sham La! 
and Ramesh joined services after him. Shri S. K. Mecna 
concedes, during the course of his cross examination that 
job performed by the claimant is of perennial in nature. 
However confidential documents Tiles are not placed in 
his hands. No regular employee is working in the calegorx 
in which claimant is working. Group "1)’' employees arc 
there who were appointed in permanent capacity. Shri 
Sanjeev Khosla projects that Ram Charan Singh. Ramesh 
Kumar and Narinder Kumar were engaged hv the 
management on account of orders passed by the Courts 
Tribunals. 

13. Canvassing facts Shri Farrukh argued that the 
claimant has been working with the management since 
1995 who is under an obligation to regularize his services. 
He projects that the Act imposes an obligation on the 
management not keep an employee as temporal) or to 
continue him as such for years with an object to deprive 
him status and privilege of permanent employee, lie 
agitates that entry 10 to Fifth schedule ofthe Act makes 
such an effort ofthe management “unfair labour practice” 
which has been prohibited and made penal on the strength 
of section 25-T and 25-17 of the Act respectively. Since 
there is an obligation on the management to make an 
employee regular and permanent, which obligation has not 
been performed qua the claimant, he is entitled for an award 
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in that regard. Shri Arif agitates that since no permanent 
post is available with the management this Tribunal cannot 
order creation of new post and then to order management 
to regularize services of the claimant. 

14. To appreciate rival submissions on the issue it 
would be expedient to ascertain as to whether the claimant 
entered service of the management in consonance with 
recruitment rules. Award Ex.WWl/5 would throw light on 
that issue. The Tribunal details therein that the claimant 
projects to have joined services of the management on 
27-11-95 as labour. He was being treated as muster roll 
worker. He was paid wages much less than the minimum 
wages revised from time to time. He was drawing wages @ 
Rs. 1200 PM while his counter-parts, doing identical works 
and treated as regular employees were paid salaries in pay 
scale of Rs.750-940 with usual allowances. The Tribunal 
further details that the claimant asserted that he was 
performing job of regular and permanent nature. The facts 
so detailed were re-affirmed by the claimant in his affidavit 
filed as evidence. Therefore, it is evident that the claimant 
joined job as a labour on muster roll. He was treated as a 
casual employee. He nowhere asserts that he was engaged 
in consonance with recruitment rules, on a regular post. 
Recruitment of the claimant was on casual basis, for which 
he was paid a fixed wages of Rs. 1200 PM. No case was 
projected that at the time of his engagement vacancies 
were advertised for public at large, he made an application 
in response to that advertisement, interview was held and 
thereafter he was selected on the post of a labour. No case 
was projected that reservation policy was followed. 
Consequently it is emerging out of award Ex.WWl/5 that 
engagement of the claimant was not against any regular or 
permanent post and that too in consonance with 
recruitment rules. 

15. Whether the Government can engage an 
employee for casual jobs? Answer has been provided by 
O. M.No.49014/2/86-Estt (C) dated 7th of June 1988 issued 
by Department of Personnel and Training, Ministry of 
Personnel Public Grievances and Pensions, Government 
of India, New Delhi. In that office memorandum policy 
regarding engagement of casual workers was revised by 
the Government in view of the judgment handed down 
by the Apex Court in Surender Singh’s case [ 1986 (1) SCC 
632]. The said office memorandum projects that persons 
on daily wages should not be recruited for work of regular 
nature. Recruitment of daily wager may be made only for 
work which is of casual or intermittent nature or for work 
which is not of full time nature, for which regular post 
cannot be created. In matter of regularization of a casual 
worker instructions issued by Department of Personnel 
and Training would be taken into account. While 
considering such regularization a casual worker may be 
given relaxation in upper age limit only if at the time of 
initial recruitment he had not crossed upper age limit for 
the relevant post. The memorandum went on to provide 


that all eligible casual workers should be adjusted against 
regular post to the extent such regular posts are justified. 
The rest of casual workers whose retention is absolutely 
necessary should be paid emoluments in accordance with 
the guidelines. The remaining casual workers should be 
discharged from service. Therefore it is evident that the 
casual workers who had not crossed upper age limit at the 
time of his Initial engagement can be absorbed in post if a 
vacancy exists for him. When there is absolute necessity 
to retain a casual worker for whom no regular post exists 
hC is to be paid in accordance with the guidelines contained 
in the office memorandum while others are to be discharged. 
Therefore right of the Government to engage a casual 
worker in exigencies has been recognized by the aforesaid 
office memorandum. 

16. Whether a casual worker have a claim for 
regularization/absorption in job? Such proposition came 
up for consideration before the Apex Court in Uma Devi 
[2006 (4) 5.C.C. 1] wherein claim of casual workers for 
regularization or absofption was declined. It is expedient 
to reproduce the law laid by the Apex Court, which is 
extracted thus: 

“Thus it is clear that adherences to the rule of 
equality in public employment is a basic feature of 
our Constitution and since rule of law is the core of 
our Constitution a court would certainly be disabled 
from passing an order upholding a violation of Article 
14 or in ordering the overlooking of the need to 
comply with the requirements of Articles 14 read with 
Article 16 of the Constitution. Therefore considering 
a scheme for public employment this court while 
laying down the law has necessarily to hold that 
unless appointment is in terms of the relevant rules 
and after a proper competition amogst qualified 
persons the same would not confer any right on the 
appointee. If it is a contractual appointment the 
appointment comes to an end at the end of the 
contract if it were an engagement or appointment on 
daily wages or casual basis the same would come to 
an end when it is discontiued. Similarly a temporary 
employee could not claim to be made permanent on 
the expiry of his term of appointment. It has also to 
be clarified that merely because a temporary 
employee or a casual wage worker is continued for a 
time beyond the term of his appointment he would 
not be entitled to be absorbed in regular service or 
made permanent merely on the strength of such 
continuance if the original appointment was not made 
by following a due process of selection as envisaged 
by the relevant rules. It is not open to the court to 
prevent regular recruitment at the instance ol 
temporary employees whose period of enployment 
has come to an end or of ad hoc employees who by 
the very nature of their appointment do not acquire 
any right.” 


4260 GI/10—25 
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“45. While directing that appointments temporary 
or casual be regularized or made permanent the courts 
are swayed by the fact that the person concerned 
has worked for some time and in some cases for a 
considerable length of time. It is not as if the person 
who accepts an management either temporary or 
casual in nature is not aware of the nature of his 
employment. He accepts the employment with open 
eyes. It may be true that he is not in a position to 
bargain-not at arm s length-since he might have been 
searching for some employment so as to eke out his 
livelihood and accepts whatever he gets. But on that 
ground alone it would not be appropriate to jettison 
the constitutional scheme of appointment and to 
take the view' that a person who has temporarily or 
casually got employed should be directed to be 
continued permanently. By doing so it will be creating 
another mode of public appointment which is not 
permissible. If the court were to void a contractual 
employment of this nature on the ground that the 
parties were not having equal bargaining power that 
too would not enable the court to grant any relief to 
that employee. A total embargo on such casual or 
temporary employment is not possible, given the 
exigencies of administration and if imposed would 
only mean that some people who at least get 
employment temporarily contractually or casually 
would not be getting even that employment when 
securing of such employment brings at least some 
succour to them. After all innumerable citizens of our 
vast country are in search of employment and one is 
not compelled to accept a casual or temporary 
employment if one is not inclined to go in for such an 
employment. It is in that context that one has to 
proceed on the basis that the employment was 
accepted fully knowing the nature of it and the 
consequences flowing from it. In other words even 
while accepting the employment the person 
concerned knows the nature of his employment. It is 
not an appointment to a post in the real sense of the 
term. The claim acquired by him in the post in which 
he is temporarily employed or the interest in that 
post cannot be considered to be of such a magnitude 
as to enable the giving up of the procedure 
established for making regular appointments to 
available posts in the services of the State. The 
argument that since one has been working for some 
lime in the post, it will not be just to discontinue him 
even though he was aware of the nature of the 
employment when he first took it up is not (sic) one 
that would enable the jettisoning of the procedure 
^' Established by law for public enployment and would 
have to fall when tested on the touchstone of 
constitutionality and equality of opportunity 
enshrined in Article 14 of the Constitution.” 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)J 

17. In P. Chandra Shekhara Rao an Others [2006 (7) 
SCC 488] the Apex Court referred Uma Devi’s Case (Supra) 
with approval. It also relied the decision, in a Uma Rani 
[2004 (7) SCC 112] and ruled that no regularization is 
permissible in exercise of statutory powers conferred in 
Article 162 of the Constitution, if the appointments have 
been made in contravention of the statutory rules. In 
Somveer Singh [2006 (5) SCC 493] the Apex Court ruled 
that appointment made without following due procedure 
cannot be regularized. In Indian Drugs & Pharmaceuticals 
Ltd. [2007 (1) SCC 408] the Apex Court reiterated the taw 
and announced that the rules of recruitment can not be 
relaxed and court can not direct regularisation of temporary 
employees dehors the rules, nor can it direct continuation 
of service of a temporary employee (whether called a casual, 
ad-hoc or daily rated employee) or payment of regular 
salaries to them. 

t8. The Apex Court had to consider those very 
propositions in Daya Nand and others [2008 (10) SCC 11 
wherein the above proposition was reaffirmed. The court 
ruled as follows: 

“68. The above noted judgments and orders 
encouraged the political set-up and bureaucracy to 
violate the soul of Articles 14 and 16 as also the 
provisions contained in the Employment Exchanges 
(Compulsory Notification of Vacancies) Act. 1959 
with impunity and the spoils system which prevailed 
in the United States of America in the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries got a firm foothold in this 
country. Thousands of persons were employed/ 
engaged throughout the length and breadth of the 
country by backdoor methods. Those who could 
pull strings in the power corridors at the higher and 
lower levels managed to get the cake of public 
employment by trampling over the rights of other 
eligible and more meritorious persons registered with 
the Employment Exchanges. A huge illegal 
employment market developed in different parts of 
the country and rampant corruption afflicted the 
whole system. This was recognized by the Court in 
Delhi Development Horticulture Employees’ Union 
v. Delhi Admn. in the following words (SCC pp. Ili- 
12 page 23). 

“23. Apart from the fact that the petitioners cannot 
be directed to be regularized for the reasons given 
above we may take note of the pernicious 
consequences to which the direction lot- 
regularization of workman on the only ground that 
they have put in work for 240 or more days has been 
leading. Although there is an Employment Exchange 
Act which requires recruitment on the basis of 
registration in the Employment Exchange it has 
become a common practice to ignore the Employment 
Exchange and the persons registered in the 
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Employment Exchanges and to employ and get 
employed directly those who are either not registered 
with the Employment Exchange or who though 
registered are lower in the long waiting list in the 
employment register. The courts can take judicial 
notice of the fact that such employment is sought 
and given directly for various illegal considerations 
including money. The employment is given first for 
temporary periods with technical breaks to 
circumvent the relevant rules and is continued for 
240 or more days with a view to give the benefit of 
regularization knowing the judicial trend that those 
who have completed 240 or more days are directed 
to be automatically regularized. A good deal of illegal 
employment market has developed resulting in a new 
source of corruption and frustration of those who 
are waiting at the Employment Exchanges for years. 
Not all those who gain such backdoor entry in the 
employment are in need of the particular jobs. Though 
already employed elsewhere, they join the jobs for 
better and secured prospects. That is why most of 
the cases’ which come-to the courts are of 
employment in government departments, public 
undertakings or agencies. Ultimately it is the people 
who bear the heavy burden of the surplus labour. 
The other equally injurious effect of indiscriminate 
regularisation has been that many of the agencies 
have stopped undertaking casual or temporary works 
though they are urgent and essential for fear that if 
those who are employed on such works are required 
to be continued for 240 or more days they have to be 
absorbed as regular employees although the works 
are time-bound and there is no need of the workmen 
beyond the completion of the works undertaken. The 
public interests as thus jeopardized on both counts.” 

19. In subsequent sections of the judgment the court 
declined the request for absorption of casual employees. It 
ruled thus: 

“116. In our opinion any direction by the court for 
absorption of all company-paid staff would be 
detrimental to public interest in more than on ways. 
Firstly, it will compel the Government to abandon the 
policy decision of reducing the firect recruitment to 
various services. Secondly this will be virtual 
abrogation of the statutory rules which envisage 
appointment to different caders by direct 
recruitment.” 

20. At the cost of repetition it is said that the claimant 
was engaged on casual basis as a labour. Rules of 
recruitment were not followed. Procedure established for 
rpaking regular appointment was not adhered to when 
claimant was engaged on casual basis. It has also not been 
shown that the claimant has not crossed upper-age limit at 
the time when he was initially engaged on casual basis. 
Therefore absorption of the claimant would amount 
to degradation of established procedure for making 


regular appointments to available posts. Under these 
circumstances, 1 do not find it to be a case whcic the 
management should be commanded to absorb the claimant 
on the post on which he is working since long. 


21. Shri Farrukh projects that the Apex Court and no 
occasion to consider provisions of the Act. in the 
precedents referred above. He agitates that this Tribunals 
exercises a larger jurisdiction in the matter ot industrial 
adjudication than the constitutional courts. According to 
him this Tribunal should cammand the management to 
absorb the claimant on the post, so that unfair labour- 
practice adopted by the former may discontinue. 
Admittedly employing a workman as badli, casual or 
temporary and to continue him as such for years with the 
object of depriving him of the status and privilege . o!^ 
permanent workman amounts to unfair labour practice. 16 
term act of the Management as an unfair labour practice 
following ingredientsVre to be satisfied: 


(1) to employ a workman as bad 1 i. casual or 

temporary, and ^ 

(2) to continue him as such for years, 

(3) such ,C)Ofttinuance should be with an object of 
depriving him the status and privilege of permanent 
workman. 


22. Whether continuance of the claimant as casual 
employee for years is with an object of depriving him status 
and privilege of a permanent workman? for an answer it is 
incumbent uport 1 he claimant to show that there were 
vacancies available, with the management and despile 
availability of vacancies he has been continued as such 
for years and that too with a view to deprive him status and 
privilege of a permanent employee. Unfortunately the 
claimant failed to discharge onus resting on him. A feeble 
attempt was made on v his behalf to show that one post oi 
Farash and threeposts ofSecurity Guards are lying vacant 
with the management Neither the claimant works aka FaraSh 
nor as a Security Guard. A Farash performs duties of 
sweeping and analogous menial jobs while a security guard 
performs watch and ward duties. A casual labour performs 
sundry casual jobs. Therefore it cannot be said that a post 
of casual labour is lying vacant with the management arid 
with a view to deprive him status and privilege of a 
permanent empldyde, 'he has been continued as an casual 
employee for >*&rS together. Consequently the claimant 
has not been able to establish that an unfair labour practice 
was being adopted and the management was under art 
obligation to purge the mischief. Therefore on facts claimant 
has not been able to substantiate a case to argue that 
unfair labour pTrtctice was being committed by.the 


'JXC:TI 
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management. 

< 23. Un dou&lf^cl Jy Tritninaj,ha^power lo 

adjudicate industrial dispute and in that process it h|*s a 
right to consider whether a workman was employed as 
badli, casual or temporary and continued as such tor years 
with a view to deprive him status and privilege pf a 
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permanent workman. While adjudicating so this Tribunal 
may command the management to stop unfair labour 
practice and accord status and privilege of a permanent 
employee to the workman who was engaged as badil, casual 
or temporary and continued as such for years together. 
While making such an adjudication the Tribunal cannot be 
oblivious to the proposition that engagement of such an 
employee was in consonance with the recruitment rules or 
violative of the policy of recruitment in Government job. It 
has also to take into account as to whether the casual 
workman was satisfying legitimate criteria for recruitment 
to the post when he was initially engaged for it. In case 
workman does not come up to the expectation provided in 
the recruitment rules and entered in the job through 
backdoor in that situation this Tribunal may refuse to accord 
status and privilege of permanent employee to such a 
workman. Therefore contention advanced by Shri Farrukh 
that this Tribunal had adjudicatory powers under the Act 
would not put the claimant to a better padestral than one 
where he is placed. Industrial adjudicator would not give a 
go by to the policy of recruitment on government job to 
answer a dispute in favour of a claimant who is beneficiary 
of fraudulent system of employment or a back-door 
appointee. An industrial adjudicator will not compel the 
public authorities to act in violations of provisions of 
constitution other statutes and recruitment rules formulated 
under Article 309 of the constitution. Therefore it is 
concluded that contention advanced by Shri Farrukh 
would not being any accolade for the claimant. 

24. There is other fact of coin. The claimant has not 
been able to show that a vacancy was in existence with 
the management for regularization of his service. When 
there does not exist a post, against which the claimant can 
be regularized/absorbed, this Tribunal would not enter 
into an exercise of commanding the Government to create 
a post for him. Creation of post involves financial 
implication. It is the administrative function of the 
Government to create a post and Courts/Tribunal are to 
exercise restraints in commanding the Government for 
creation of a post to absorb a casual employee against it. 
Even otherwise for commanding the Government for 
creation of a post, the Tribunal had to consider long 
duration of work, extent to which it is available number of 
permanent workmen employed to discharge such jobs, 
financial viability of the institution in which the post is to 
be created and expediency of creation of such a post. None 
of these factors exist in the controversy under reference. 
Therefore this tribunal cannot proceed to command the 
Government to create a post for absorption of the claimant 
against it. All these circumstances make it clear that the 
demand raised by the union for regularization of the 
services of the claimant we.f. 27-11 -95 is neither legal nor 
justified. 

25. Though demand of the union for regularization 
of the service of the claimant is found not to be justified 
yet there are certain factors which persuade me not to leave 


f Fart 11. Sr;c.3(ii)( 

the matter at this juncture. Reasons for the same are 
traceable in office memorandum No. 49014/2/86-Estl. (C) 
dated 7th June, 1988. It has been provided therein that 
when nature of work entrusted to casual workers and 
regular employees is the same, the casual workers may be 
paid @ l/30th of the pay at the minimum of the relevant 
pay scale plus D.A. for the work of 8 hours a day. Shri S. K 
Meena concedes that job performed by the workman is of 
perennial in nature. Confidential documents/flies are not 
placed in his hand, except that he is performing all 
functions performed and entrusted to a regular employee. 
Therefore it is evident that the claimant performs jobs wh ich 
are performed by a regular employee of his category. The 
claimant swears in his affidavit that he is being paid lesser 
remuneration than regular employees of his category. 
Therefore, the Tribunal had to embark upon social and 
economic justice to reach ultimate decision of industrial 
adjudication. 

26. Social justice is not based on contractual 
relations and not to be enforced on principles of contract 
of service. It is something outside these principles and is 
invoked to do justice without a contract to back it. 
commanded the Apex Court in Rashtrya Mazdoor Sangh 
[1960(H) L.LJ.263], InAhmedabad Mfg. and Calico Printing 
Co. Ltd. [1972 (II)LLJ 165] Justice Dua. speaking for the 
Supreme Court observed: 

“This concept of social justice has a comprehensive 
sweep and it is neither pedantic nor one-sided but is 
founded on socio-economic equality. It demands a 
realistic and pragmatic approach for resolving the 
controversy between capital and labour by weighing 
it on an even scale with the consciousness that 
industrial operations in modem times have become 
complex and complicated and for the efficient and 
successful functioning of an industry various 
amenities for those working in it are deemed as 
essential for a peaceful and healthy atmosphere." 

27. An industrial adjudicator cannot and should not 
ignore claims of social justice. It has to resolve conflicting 
claims of employer and employees by finding not one 
sided but a fair and just solution. Reference can be made to 
the precedent in Indian Oxygen Ltd. [1969 (I) LLJ 235). 
Therefore, with a view to do social justice this Tribunal 
has to command the management to grant wages to the 
claimant in pursuance of the aforsaid office memorandum. 
His wages should be at the rate of ] /30th of the pay at the 
minimum of the relevant pay scale plus D.A. applicable to 
a regular employee of his category for 8 hours a day, since 
the date of his reinstatement in service in pursuance of the 
award Ex.WWI/6. His difference of wages shall be paid 
within a period of three months from the date when the 
award becomes operative. An award is accordingly 
passed. 

Dated: 30-9-2010 

Dr. R. K.YADAV, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 21 st October, 2010 

S.O. 2860. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.27 /2007) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Ernakulam as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of BSNL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 21 -10-2010. 

[No. L-40012/17/2007-1R (DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, ERNAKULAM 

Present: Shri. P. L. Norbert, B. A., LL.B., 

Presiding Officer 

(Tuesday, the 28th day of September, 2010/6thAshinam, 
1932) 

I. D. No. 27/2007 


Workman: R.Haridas, 

Lakshmi Bhawan 
Pandiparambu road, 

Kannankulangara, Thrippunithura. 

ByAdv, Sri. G.D. Panicker. 

Management: The Principal General Manager, 

Telecom BSNL, 

BSNL Bhawan, 

Kalathiparambil Road, Ernakulam. 

ByAdv. Shri C. S. Ramanathan 

This case coming up for hearing on 23-09-2010, this 
Tribunal- cum-Labour Court on 28-09-2010 passed the 
following. 

AWARD 

This is a reference made under Section 10 (I) (d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act. The reference is :— 


“Whether the action of the managment of BSNL in 

terminating the services of their workman. Shri. R. 

Haridas in the year 2003 is legal andjustilied ? If not, 

to what relief the workman is entitled to ?" 

2. The facts of the case in brief are as follows :- 
According to the worker Sri. R. Haridas, he was working in 
Telecom, BSNLBhavan, Ernakulam since 03-08-1991 as part 
Time Peon/Gardener as well as discharging the duties of 
caretaker in inspection quarters in Ernakulam. I le had been 
working continuously from 1991 to 2003. He was paid salary 
by the management. Government of India had issued 
instructions in 1999 and 2000 to the management for 
converting casual part time labourers into full time casual 
labourers as well as accomodating/rcgularising such 
labourers. However the worker was denied regulai 
employment in terms of the order ot the government. 1 he 
workman submitted a representation to the Principal General 
Manager, Ernakulam in 2002 to convert his part time 
employment into full time, there was no response. 1 he 
management meanwhile insisted the worker to entci into a 
contract with management if some employment is required. 
Since the workman was in need of some job to look after 
his family and his wife, who was suffering from cancer, he 
had no other alternative than to concede to the demand ol 
the management. The employees similar to the worker were 
regularised in service. In the above circumstances the 
workman approached High Court in OP in which the 
management was directed to consider the representation 
of the workman and pass necessary orders. However the 
management instead of considering his representation 
favourably, denied work from 23-07-200j. Hence the 
workman filed another OP before High Court. 1 lowcvci lot 
want of records the OP was disposed off without piejudice 
to the right of the workman to move appropriate forums Un¬ 
necessary reliefs and thus the present dispute was raised 
by the workman.The termination is illegal and he is liable to 
be reinstated with full back wages and continuity ot service. 
He is also entitled to be regularised in service. 

3. According to the management the claimant is 
not a workman as defined under ID Act. 1 Icnce the dispute 
is not maintainable. The claimant had hied two writ petitions 
before High Court. He was not given any relief by the High 
Court except to get his representation disposed ott b\ the 
management.lt is not true to say that the workei was 
employed from 03-08-1991 as Part time Peon or Gardener or 
Caretaker. In 1991 he was aged only 17 years and there was 
no possibility for employing him in management at that 
age. The management had engaged him as contract I about ei 
for doing some garden w ork including purchase ol manui c. 
plants, pots. soil, grass etc. and as caretaker of inspection 
quarters. He had been doing this work under \aiious 
contractors and for sometime he had taken the contract by 
himself. Being a contract employee he is not entitled to the 
benefit of a casual labourer or regular labourer. 1 he 
management had prepared a list ot eligible casual labom ct s 
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for the purpose of absorption. However the claimant being 
only a contract employee he was not eligible to be 
considered for absorption. In 2002 he had applied for the 
post of driver. His application was rejected. Then the present 
dispute was raised. It is not correct to say that he was 
forced to enter into a contract with management.The 
representation of the workman was considered by the 
management and was rejected. The management is not 
bound to maintain records beyond prescribed periods. After 
such periods the records are destroyed. After the period of 
contract, the contract labour had to vacate the place of 
work with all his articles and there is no need for denying 
employment to him. It is not correct to say that the 
management had denied employment to him from 23-07- 
2003. The claim is liable to be dismissed. 

4. In the light of the above contentions the 
following points arise for consideration. 

1 Is the reference maintainable ? 

2. Is there a termination ofservice. If so, is illegal ? 

3. Is the contract sham ? 

4. To what reliefs the workman is entitled ? 

5. The evidence consists of the oral testimony of 
WWsl to 3 and documentary evidence of Exts. W1 to 26 
on the side of the worker and MW! and Exts. Ml to M-13 
on the side of the management. 

6. Point No.l :— The dispute is raised by the 
worker. He claims to be a Part-time Peon/Gardener and 
Caretaker of the Inspection Quarters of BSNL at 
hrnakulam. According to his he was working since 1991 in 
the above capacity in the management. On 23-07-2003 his 
services were terminated by the management without 
complying w ith the provisions of Industrial Disputes Act. 

I he management denies the status of the worker that he 
was a part-time employee ot the management. According 
to them he was only a contract labourer working under 
different contractors and (or sometime he himself took up 
the contract. Hence the management contends that there 
is no termination of service, but the service came to an end 
when the contract period came to an end. It is contended 
that no individual workman can raise a dispute by himself. 

1 Ic has to do it cither through union or through a substantial 
number of workmen. I he learned counsel for the 
management to support this contention has produced a 
copy ol award ot this court in ID 4. 7008 in which several 
decisions of 1 Ion ble Supreme Com t were referred in respect 
of the issue whether an individual workman can raise a 
dispute w ithout the juncture of either union or a group of 
workmen. But in the above ID the issue was regarding 
regularisation of service of a part-time sw eeper working in 
the lelecom centre. Paripally, which dispute could be raised 
only through a union or a number of workmen. There was 
no termination of service and it was not under challenge in 


that case. Therefore that case has no application to the 
tacts of this case. This is a case of termination which 
squarely falls under S.2-A of Industrial Disputes Act which 
provides that an individual workman can raise a dispute 
with regard to discharge, dismissal, retrenchment or any 
termination of service of an individual workman and such 
dispute shall he deemed to be an industrial dispute not¬ 
withstanding that no other workman or union is a party to 
the dispute. That answers the doubt raised by the 
management. The worker is competent to raise a dispute 
by himself and it is an industrial dispute within the meaning 
of S. 2(K)of ID Act and hence the reference is maintainable. 

7. Point No. 2 :—The termination of service of the 
claimant Itself is in dispute. According to the claimant he 
was a part-time peon and gardener in the office of PRO and 
caretaker in the Inspection Quarters at Hrnakulam. The 
management contend that he was only a contract worker 
engaged as gardener and caretaker. Hence there is no 
termination of service, but automatic end of service at the 
end of contract period. 

8. The worker was examined as WWI.! le admits in 
the cross examination that he was not given any 
appointment order by the management . He also admits 
that he was not given a casual labour employment card. To 
a specific question in the cross examination by (he- 
man age men t counsel —arc not casual mazdoors given a 
casual labour employment card, his answer was that he 
had not received the same. But he does not deny that such 
cards issued to casual labourers. Exts. W3 and 6 are such 
employment cards issued to one N. K. Surcndran and N.K. 
Chandran. They were casual labourers. The first worker 
was appointed on 23-01-1984 and the 2nd. on 17-08- i 983. 
The details of period of service and total number of days of 
service are recorded in the employment cards. It is signed 
by the Public Relations Officer. Though the claimant has a 
case that he has been working continuously for more than 
240 days almost every year from 1991 to 2003 yet he did not 
receive an employment card unlike other similar 
employees.The worker has to explain why he had not 
demanded such a card. But no explanation is forthcoming. 

9. The mode of payment to casual labourer is said 
to be on the basis of ACG-17 receipts submitted by the 
worker and ACE-2 (Imprest Bill) prepared by the concerned 
officer and passed by the passing officer. But according to 
the management casual workers are paid through muster 
roll and not on the basis of ACG-1 7 receipts. I low ever for 
small work of a limited period payments are made on the 
basis of ACG-17 receipts. But whatever be the mode of 
payment the worker is bound to show that he was paid by 
the management. Ext. \V7 are ACE-2 Imprest bills. But 
none of them relate to the worker. Though the learned 
counsel for the worker claims that page 1 and 34 of Ext. W 7 
relate to the worker, they in fact refer to payments made to 
M/s. Mari & Co. and M s. I.ekshmi and Co, and not to the 
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worker. It may be true that the worker was engaged by 
those concerns. But it is contended in para 19 of the claim 
statement that the management had required the worker to 
receive payment, for the work done by him, only on behalf 
of Mari & Co. But there is no evidence to substantiate this 
contention of the worker. Ext. W8 are ACE-2 bills and ACG- 
17 vouchers. But in none of the bills and vocuchers the 
name of the worker figure. Among them there are original 
ACG-17 vouchers. It is not known how the worker came in 
possession of the original vouchers which are supposed 
to be with the management. Though he was able to produce 
the original vouchers concerning other persons, no 
voucher signed by him could be produced. Ext.W9 is a 
certificate issued to the worker by the Divisional Engineer. 
The genuineness of the certificate is disputed by the 
management. The certificate is to the effect that the claimant 
was carrying out various duties pertaining to Caretaker at 
SRM Road, Telephone Exhange, Inspection Quarters from 
1999 onwards and his performance has been very good. 
The certificate is dated 01 -04-2002. But it contains only the 
designation seal of Divisional Engineer and no office seal. 

It is not posssible to descem from Ext.W9 whether he was 
employed as casual labourer or permanent labourer or as 
contract labourer. Ext. W10 is a magazine of the Telecom, 
SSA, Emakulam which contains a write up about the worker. 
The honesty of worker in returning a gold bangle to an 
officer of BSNL who had forgotten it while checking out 
the quarters, is appreciated and he is complimented, more 
so because he was only a contract worker. Ext.Wll are 
ACG-17 vouchers (3 in number). But they relate to some 
other workers and are produced to show that there is no 
endorsement on the reverse side of ACG-17 and not signed 
by any witness unlike argued by the learned counsel for 
the management. It is to be noted that the concerned worker 
submits ACG-17 receipt to the department and it is passed 
by the concerned officer of the department for payment 
and it is attested by a witness, as can be seen from Ext.W8 
ACG-17 receipts. Ext. W-12 and 18 are ACE-2 bills. They 
show that on 02-11 -1991 and 01 -12-1991 cash of Rs. 400 
each was paid to the worker by the management. In Ext. W- 
12 bills there is no signature of PRO and the last column is 
not filled. In Ext.W-18 though the signature of PRO is seen 
at the bottom the last column is not filled. Whereas in 
Ext.W7 ACE-2 imprest bills contain signature and 
designation seal of PRO and allocation and details of 
estimate in the last column.There are several such imprest 
bills in Ext.W7. But in Ext.W-12 and 18 these are absent. 
Hence genuineness of Ext. W12 and 18 are challenged by 
the management. I he contention therefore of the 
management is not without force. On the basis of Ext.W12 
and 18 alone without corroboration it is not possible to 
hold that the worker was a part item casual employee of the 
management. The details of preparation and submission of 
ACG-17 receipts and ACE-2 imprest bills and the procedure 
for payment of the wages are mentioned in detail in para 7 
of the written statement of the management. 


10. It was submitted by the learned counsel for the 
worker that ACG-17 vouchers and ACE-2 imprest bills for 
the period from 1991 to 2001 were called for as per the 
Order in IA 11 -A/2008. But the reply affidavit of the 
management was that all such documents were destroyed 
after a period of 3 years as per destruction rules. Destruction 
rules regarding records of accounts are contained in 
swamy’s compiliation of Post and Telegraphs financial 
hand Book Volume 1-General, 10th Edition, appcndix-5, page 
378-391. As per Annexure-A 1. General (of Appendix-5), 
item No.2 receipts have to be retained for a period of 3 
years; item No. 15 receipts and invoices with the exception 
of those under dispute 3 years; item No. 24 register ol 
destruction of account records permanently; item No. 25 
contingent sub-vouchers 3 years and item No. j 3 register 
of destruction of records permanently. As per Vol. Ill 
Appendix 3 item No. 17 all vouchers, contingencies, work 
charges and recoupment bills ol (a) Divisional Telephone 
District and Stores and Factories Accounts Offices, (b) 
Stores Branch and (c) Telecom Factories arc to be retained 
for a period of three years. The learned counsel for the 
worker submits that in OP 23722/2003 the management had 
contended that the imprest bills for the period prior to 2000 
were destroyed. Ext.W2 is the judgment in the writ OP. 
However even the records of2001 are not produced before 
this court. In answer to the interrogatories the management 
replied that vouchers, contingencies, work charges and 
recoupment bills are to be retained only for 3years, that 
Destruction Register cannot be traced out being old record 
and that the Register of imprest bills were forwarded to 
record room. Hence the learned counsel argued that the 
management is deliberately suppressing documents to 
deny employment to the worker. Had the documents been 
produced they would have shown that the worker was 
employed as a casual labourer. MW l the Divisional 
Engineer of the management admitted in the cross 
examination (page 4) that payment to casual worker is 
made on the basis of ACG-17 receipts. I kwever it is to be 
noted that the production documents called ior becomes 
unnecessary, even if they are available W'ilh the 
management, in viewofExt.W13. (P3 (3). 

11. Ext. M-13 is OP Filed by the worker in the I ligh 
Court. Among the documents exhibited in OP Ext.P3 is a 
copy of application submitted by the worker to the 
management for the post of driver. In page 3 of the 
application in the Annexure it is mentioned as follows "Now 
l am working as "Care Taker on contract basis at Telephone 
Exhange S.R.M., Inspection Quarters, Emakulam from 1998 
to til! date”. The OP was filed on 24-07-2003. In view of this 
clear admission by the worker himself it is unnecessary to 
pmbe into the status of the worker in the m anagen ent 
firm 1998 onwards.TheprayerinO P w as to appointhin 
to the po sco £ full tin e iaboureraf^aonveiting hispoaas 
part-tin e racial labourer and alsa to regularise hin in 
aarvice. Itisalfeged in para 11 of the O P thathis services 
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were terminated w.e.f. 23-07-2003. At a time when the 
termination was challenged in OP the very document 
produced therein revealed that he was only a contract 
labourer. However the learned counsel for the worker 
strained to submit that the work of caretaker was besides 
his work as part-time peon in the office of PRO. The 
submission has no merits as the post of driver carried no 
preference to contract workers. If in fact the worker was a 
casual part time peon/gardener there was no point in 
suppressing that fact in Ext.P3 application because the 
records of the management would show the real status of 
the worker. If the main work of the claimant was that of a 
part-time peon, definitely he would have shown his status 
as part-time peon in the application instead of care taker 
contract worker. Ext.M 13 (P3(3) undoubtedly shows that 
the claimant was only a contract labourer from 1998 till 
the date of application in 2002. There is no need to examine 
any other record to know his status in the service of the 
management than his own admission. 

12. WW2 is a retired Chief General Manager. He 
was General Manager of SSA, Emakulam during 1994-96 
June. According to the witness when he took charge as 
General Manager the claimant was already working there 
as part time gardener in General Manager’s quarters and 
as Peon in PRO office. But in view of Ext.M-13 (P3(3) no 
amount of oral evidence can support the claim of part- 
time employee. WW2 cannot be more loyal than the w'orker 
himself. It was pointed out by the learned counsel for the 
management that the father of the w orker was a driver of 
WW2 and hence WW2 is out for supporting the worker. 

In view of Ext.M 13 (P3(3) no credence can be attached to 
the testimony of WW2. 

WW3 is a driver in BSNL. He says that the worker 
was a gardener in General Manager’s quarters and was 
working also in PRO office as a water boy, table cleaner, 
tea boy etc. from 1991 on wards and he was paid wages 
by PRO through ACG- 17 vouchers. He also said that the 
father of the worker was a co-worker. The testimony of 
WW3 carries no weight with regard to the status of worker 
in BSNL in the light of Ext.M-13 (P3(3). 

MW1 Divisional Engineer has no doubt deposed 
that the worker was only a contract labourer and not a 
casual employee of the management. Ext.W-16 is order of 
Chief General Manager in pursuance to High Court 
direction in Ext.W I judgment to consider and dispose of 
the representation of the worker for converting the part- 
time job to full time job. It was found by the ChiefGeneral 
Manager that worker was only a contract labourer and 
not a part-time casual labourer and his representation 
was rejected. Ext.W-20 to 26 are certificates and awards 
given to the father of the worker and they have no 
relevance to the issue pertaining to the employment of 
teh worker. Again Ext.M 1 to 4 are concerning father of 
the worker, regarding his appointment and the 


recommendation for the best worker award. They too have 
no relevance to the issue. 

13. It was submitted by the learned counsel tor the 
management that in 1991 there was no possibility for 
appointing the worker as part-time employee as he was 
aged only 17 years at that time. But if the argument of the 
learned counsel is accepted there is no explanation for 
appointing Sri. N.K. Surendran (casual labourer) in 1984 
when he was only aged 17 years as per Kxt.W3 casual 
labour card However it is to be noted that as per S.2 (li) of 
Child Labour (Prohibition And Regulation) Act, 1986. a 
‘child’ is defined to be a person who has not completed his 
fourteenth year ofage. S.3 of the Act prohibits employ ment 
of children in an industry mentioned in the Schedule Part A 
& B. Therefore there is no legal bar in employing a person 
aged 17 years .It was next submitted by the learned counsel 
for the management that since 1984 there was ban lor 
recruitment of part time Mazdoors in the telecom 
department. Ext.M7 dated 22-06-1988 is a ban order against 
recruitment of casual labour. There reference is also made 
to ban order of30-03-1985. Ext.M9 is a simtlar order dated 
12-02-1999, but relaxing the ban to a limited extent. 
Ext. M-10 is yet another ban order dated 15-06-1999 relaxing 
the ban to a further extent. Whether there was ban order or 
not, the question is whether the worker was employed as 
casual labourer or not. There can be a situation in which h\ 
passing the ban order a person is emsployed as casual 
labourer due to oversight or negligence of an officer. But 
that cannot a I feet the person employed. Whether there is 
violation of the ban order is the concern of the department 
and it is an issue between the officer who appoints the 
person and the department. But in this case there is no 
evidence to show that the worker was employed as a part- 
time casual employee at any point of time, much less from 
1998 onwards . The very case of the worker is that his 
services were orally terminated on 23-07-2003 while he was 
working as Part-time Peon/gardener. At the same time he 
admits inExt.M-13 (P3(3) that he was only a contract wor ker 
from 1998 onwards. Even if he was a part-time casual 
labourer prior to 1998 the question is he had been so 
thereafter at any time and especially in 2003 when he savs 
that his services were terminated. He has not questioned 
the denial ofcasuai employment, if any. prior to 1998. j he 
termination that is alleged is of 23-07-2003 only and not of 
any prior date At the relevant point ul timo on 23-07-300.3 
he was only a contract labourer. II so. there is no question 
of termination of service by the principal emplover The 
engagement of contract labour comes to an end at the end 
of the period of contract and no element of termination 
arises in such a situation. Hence there cannot be atn 
violation of the provisions of ID Act. Nothing is done h> 
the management in stopping the serv ice of the w orker. 

14. Pont No. 3 It is argued b\ the learned counsel 
for the worker that the so-called contract is a sham conn act 
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M2 - Appointment order issued to Shri. M. 

Ramachandran, father of the worker by WW2 
dated 03-01-1975. 

M3 - Confirmation order issued to Shri. M. 

Ramachandran, confirming him as Driver by 
WW2 on 01-03-1977. 

M4 - Copy of recommendation issued to Shri. M. 

Ramachandran, by WW2 selecting him as best 
worker for cash award. 

M 5 - Copy of order of the department regarding 

absorption of Part-time labourers dt. 14-08-1984 
and prohibiting further recruitment of part-time 
casual mazdoors. 

M6 - Clarification order of department regarding 
employment of part-time casual mazdoors. 

M7 - Ban order regarding recruitment of casual 
labour dt. 22-06-1988. 

M8 - Instruction of the department regarding 

granting of temporary status and regularisation 
scheme of casual labourers. 

M9- Ban order regarding engagement of casual 
labourers dt. 12-12-1999. 

M10- Ban order regarding engagement of casual 
labourers dt. 15-06-1999. 

Mil- Agreement between management and worker 
for taking up work as Caretaker of Inspection 
Quarters of the dapartment. 

M12 - Similar agreement with M/s. V. C. Madhukumar. 

M13 - Copy of Writ OP 23722/2003 filed by the worker. 

26 374^47, 2010 

cRT.34T. 2861.4TR77 44 

12-10-2010 (F.N.) 3 777447 ^T74f44R4 

.4] | q | R 4 ^77547-2, 4> hIcJHhH 4i 7*4 

-q 65 opsf 37 FJ 11-04-2015 447 37447 

371^ 447, 4ft ^ t^rg^cT 477<ft t I 

[u -q;-l 1016/7/2009-tf1'W«-Il] 
■qf 4/. 3747 77f44 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 2010 

S.0.2861.—The President is pleased to appoint Shri 
Katake Kanhu Bhausaheb as Presiding Officer ofthe Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal -cum-Labour Court No. 2, 
Mumbai w.e.f. 12-10-2010 (F.N.) for a period upto 
1 1-04-2015 i.e. till attaining the age of 65 years or until 
further orders, whichever is earlier. 

[No. A-11016/7/2009-CLS-II] 
P. K. TAMRAKAR, Under Secy. 
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27 3747J47, 2010 

gjT.37T, 2862.—44f47 ^7777 3 tW faMS. . 

^ W m f^r. ^ 4m Tt 

f^TR] [47T5 777547 Tft^/3155 f47# (TJ747) $4] 
(TJcT^nTRT 4144574 ) 47l 47^4771 fafa 

TTc/ yetfuj 3444 StftrfWI, 1952 (1952 47T 19) 4ft 4771 17 
(I) (47) 4^ 37mfal44747 0i-09-1979'ft 4474 477ft ^ 

^ ft’ r<HI4i 01 -09-1979 4>t 
Cfff TT^t «ff I 

2 . yfd^SH ft 4»ft'4ift Iftfft ^Wn, 

1952 4^ ft77 27-47 47 ft*' Mftft 741-47 ft 7£3 4ft ?Tcff 477 
Berf T RH 14747 ft sfl7 fa 7147 £777 ^4^171 4'f4*4 Iftfa 44 

3444 3Tfvf444, 1952 (1952 471 19) (W7F4 
Stfafrqq 47 7*4 ft 7T4f%) 4ft MT7I 17 4ft 44-4777 (I ) 47 
Tspr^ (47) ^ STcPfa 4174 7TT47T7 'gTTT W 4ft 4$ 7S 
477 ft ■qrmft I 

3. "fef 37^477 «blfd4T«£cf 471 144T47 

19-07-2010 4ft 4>K4 441371 4lle*i 444 4tl377 4747 ftft ^ 
15t44^3T47 37437 314477 43J4 477ft 374777 4£R 

4R^ 4T7t 14747 447 47 1 4^ yRi^H 3T7fft3747 37441 347 

7747 37431 fTmfft 73m 4774 4 37774741 7*4 ft I 

4 . 374: 374 ^ 7774717 333 37f4f343 4ft 4771 17 
4>t.‘34-4771 (4) £777 444 Vlf«W4f 47T44t4 

344 4f4MR 4ft ftl M 47T 7T747TR 4^4 4 7?, 41747 t 1 

[77. 4^7-35017/13/20i0-477477-11 1 
4 T 7 . "4f447, 3747 77f44 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 2010 

S.0.2862.—Whereas a notification dated 01 -09-1979 
granting exemption w.e.f. 01 -09-1979 under section 17(1) 
(a) ofthe Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Act 1952 to M/s. Apex Continental Limited [earlier known 
as Industrial & Allied Sales Pvt. Ltd. [under Code No. DL/ 
3155 Delhi (North) region] (hereinafter referred to as the 
establishment) was published in the Gazette of India. 

2. Whereas the establishment has violated the 
conditions of exemption delineated in Appendix-A of Para 
27 A A ofthe Employees’ Provident Funds Scheme, 1952 
and thereby deserves the cancellation of exemption granted 
by Government of India under clause (a) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter 
referred to as the Act). 

3. Whereas a Show Cause Notice dated 19-07-2010 
was issued to M/s Apex Continental Limited giving them 
an opportunity to present their case within 15 days of 
receipt ofthe notice. The establishment has failed to send 
any reply and explain their position till date. 
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4. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 17 of the said Act 
the Central Government hereby cancel the exemption 
granted to the said establishment with immediate effect. 

[No. S-35017/13/2010-S. S.-II] 
S. D. XAVIER, Under Secy. 

27 2010 

W.3TT. 2863.—^ ^2 

[■Tf^ WH^r^-sft/9516,5135 m\ (TR^TRRTfjfaSH 

^ TT^RT) ^ TTof 

33f«lFi*iM, 1952 (1952 19) ’TKT 17 ( 1 ) (^>) ^ 

afcTrfcT 01-11-1952 3 ^KcT^ 

TT^Tf^FT 23-12-1961 3rf%FP[THT 
I 

2 . 'JiqPt* %Rf $fe4i ^2 ^vml fafaHF ^ 

^ "^rt, 1952 27-^T ^ ^ 

■qMd 7f2 RH RR? TT icriMH f^TT f 3^7 gRT ^4^ 

irfTO fifa ts* tojM 3 rTtr 1 ^Rm, 1952 (1952 ^rr 19 ) 

(‘Q.n^ltl STfvf-iqH Ri 7*R R* 7Rf%) =Ft ^TTO 17 2R- 

(1 ) <a u S (R?) Ri 3fo4n ^TR?T TRRTR 'gRT RRR 

Rf 7£2 7? ^ Rfnq f , 

3. RR+F ?fsq[ ^2 ^Rt RTl fcdi* 

06-07-2010 RTT =hK«f «RTT3ft Rlf><H RTfcR -giRf e£ 
15 fTT^ 3^7 3mi RIRRI TR^T ^ ^ XT^r 3TgW KR 
Trm |RT XJnrf faRT RRf ^ I RF yfdMH 3Rf3RTRT 3TRT 27R 

cT«TT 3RFTt fTRfo 7W RR# R‘ ^RTWT TFT f I 

4. m: 3TR 7U«hK rrr arfRtRRR rt) rrt j 7 
^ TT-tM (4) £RT T4R VllViqT RR ‘STcfpT RR[<^ sRi ttrfurt 


TFF ypa^li R5t Ft Rf 7|2 RTf TRild RRTR 77 7^ RRRt 

t I 

[T. "773-35017/12/2010-TR7TRT ]| | 

TRt. Ft. ^Fqq<, 3TR7 rUt* 

New Delhi, the 27th October. 2010 

S.0.2863.—Whereas a notification dated 23-12-196! 
granting exeemption w.e.f. 01-11 -1952 under section 17(1} 
(a) of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provisions Act, 1952( 19 of 1952) to M/s. India Jute Company 
Limited [under Code No. WB/9516,5 135 Thane region) 
(hereinafter referred to as the establishment) was published 
in the Gazette of India. 

2. Whereas M/s. India Jute Company Limited has 
violated the conditions of exemption delineated in 
Appendix-A of Para 27 AA of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds Scheme, 1952 and thereby deserves the cancellation 
of exemption granted by Government oflndia under clause 
(a) of sub-section (1) of Section 17 of the Employees' 
Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act. 1952 
(19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as the Act). 

3. Whereas a Show Cause Notice dated 06-07-2010 
was issued to M/s. India Jute Company Limited giving 
them an opportunity to present their case within 15 days of 
receipt of the notice. The establishment has tailed to send 
any reply and explain their position till date. 

4. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 17 of the said Act 
the Central Government hereby cancel the exemption 
granted to the said establishment with immediate effect. 

[No. S-35017 12 2010-S. S.-II| 

S. D. XAVIER. Under Secv. 
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